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EPISTLE 


READER. 


\ 
"Ik Reader, 
T 4s none of the buſineſs of this Epiſtle, to beg thy fa- 
I vourable and indulgent Reſpes for the Author 
w\ and his Work ; which is almoſt as beggatly as beg- 
ing the Queſtion : But leaſt of all to crave that thou 
wouldeſt not be / ſuſpicious and ſevere, as not to'take all 
Citations by which 1 repreſent my Author . upon my own 
word, without giving thy ſelf the Trouble, and me the ſad 
Apprebenſtons of a diligent Scrutineer that will ſee with 
| his own Eyes 
I amnot much in love with Apologies in Epiſtles to the 
Reader ; But if I muſt in civility treat thee a little that 
way, it ſhall be only to tell thee, that if T could have found 
any particular faults in the following Tra& deſerving thy 
Cenſure before their Printing off ; thon ſhoulde$t not have 
Found them there. And that I ſuppoſe thou wilt read me 
4s 4 man liable to Miſtakes and Paſſions, of which thy 
q A 2 ſelf 


elf art not altogether uncapable ; and yet. neither nthee 
2207 me to be juſtified. Ms 

As to the Reverend and Learned Author with whom 1 
have here to do, and for whom I have a Veneration for kis 
real worth, and many of bis Works ſake : T doubt not but 
be knows how to pit 4 difference betwixt the Liberty of the 
Pulpit and the Preſs ; and the Countenance of a Comple- 
ment, and a Controverſy. If this have ſomewhat in the 
manner that ts almoſt neceſlary to eaſe my Weargmels in 
writing, and thine in reading it, 'and_I dy a litt[pigdul- 
gere genio, pardon me this Wrong. 

I intended to have joyned with this Traft, my thoughts 
of Mr. Baxters Notions of a ParochiA Aſſembly, being 
a particular Church organical of Divine Inſtitution, inde- 
pendant on the Dioceſan ; and as ſuch to be Communicated 
with, But this I have reſerved for « Tratt by i ſelf, 
and til I have ſeen Mr, Baxters Anſwer (which Þ hear is 
in the Preſs ) to a Book antituled,” Mr. Baxters Judgs 
ment and Reaſons, Cc. which hath matter in it Worthy 
peruſal, relating to the ſame Argument. be; 


ERRAT A. Page 9.1. 25. read in the P:w. p. 9.1..36.read may 


go to. P. 17. 1.8. read may er be ſaid.  Þ. 31 & 32. for 5 
d;ſpute, read 5 Diſputarions. | | 
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And ſome — in your Anſwer, look as if you expected it. 
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SECT. I. 


No Conſent of Dr. Owens Vindicator to the Cathelick 
Communion defended by Mr. Baxter, 


Reverend Sir, 


Having read your anſwer to a Book, Intituled, AF 11D 1- 
CATION of the late Dr. Owen, &c. though I am not 
over ſtrongly addicted to the Scribling Humour; yet. ( Con- 
ſidering all Circumſtances according to my ſmall Prudentials) 
I was determined ( after ſome Heſitations ) to a publick reply. 


The 7*le of your book in the 'Frontsſpiece, Scil, C AT HO- 
B 


LICK 
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LICK COMMUNION DOUBLY DEFENDED. 
BY DR. OWENSVINDIC ATOR, AND RICHARD 
& AXTER : has ſo much of Riddle in it, that, I confeſs, I am 
ot the Ocdipzs who cim reconcile it : Nor did that manner of 
gx at the door, dircit me to look for an Anſwer ( much lefs a 
ontrove; ſtil Auſwer } to my Vindication, as the Entertainment 
yrbi7, But however Singular you have ben in mil-matching the 
*le, and the Buck; Mr. Baxter, and Dr. Owens Vindicator as 
o-authors : I ſhall digeſt them as they come to hand, as well as 
, can. Andin the mean time, You might hold me excuſed, if 


ſhould in my Title have followed ſo great an Example; only _ 


that it be viith ſomewhat more of Congiuity. But I am rot diſ- 
poſed to make my Reader gaze at ſuch an unuſual Spettacle. 


I have Sir, no light Q#:bl;ng Deſign in this Reply, nor to put 
Tricks upon a Perſon | ſo much Reverence, and in a cauſe {o /erioms. 
Nor did I cxpeCt from the Gravity, and Sincerity of Mr. Baxter, 
ſuch a ſtumble at the Threſhold. 

CATHOLICK COMMUNION arc two great words, 
and in pl in downright ConſtruCtion, are the epitomy of two Ar- 
ticles of our Chriſtian Creed, the Holy Catholick Church, and the 
Communion of S2ints- And were you as plzinly to be underſtood, 
I muſt acknowledge that, in Intitnling me to the defence of it, you 
put 27; honour upon me, which Iam more ambitious, than capa- 
ble of deſerving. 

But *tis 2 hard Caſe, that while we agree herein, and applaud 
the terms Catholick Communion ;, when you explain your ſence ( I 
think at leaſt thar ) ir goes beyond Catholick Communion: tho? 
that ſeem a contradiction s# adjetto by exceſs, as Roman Catholick 


by defe#?. 


For the genuine ſence of Communion, I leave to you, and Dr. 
Sherlock to beat out, after ſuch a duſt raiſed, wherein *tis vaniſhed 
out of ſight. Iwiſh you had treated him more calmly, it would 
have been never the leſs Chriſtian, or promotive of Catholics Com- 
27Ki0n ; But the Catholiciſm of our Communion, you will needs 
have extending to an aQtuz] preſſential joyning with the Parechial 
Aſſemblies, in their Worſhip by the Lyturgy ; the Office of the 


Sacrament of the Lords Swpper included; yet, not according » 
' the 


0 
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the National, Diveeſ.4z Conſtitution,eſtabliſhed byLaw,but as with 
a particular, divnely inſtituted, and compleat Church, ind: pendant 
on the Dioceſan.l am ſure Sir, that the defence of ſucb a Catholick 
Communion, was none of my intention ; and I am as ſure, that 
you find no ſuch ſence in my expreſſions. But if I muſt be for a 
while  fel- de ſe, and repreſented as one, who under the pretence 
of vindicating Dr. Owen, haye betrayed the canſe I pretended to 
defend, by ſiding with his oppoſite in the very C3ſe Controverted ; 
a little patience will diſcover another ſcene, wherein Mr. Baxter and 
the Vindicator will appear as if Mr. B2xter had forgotten his Ti- 
ele, and had a priviledge to diſpoſe of me according to his preſent 
fancy. 

Having gotten over your general Title, I have the proſpect of 
another, which ſecms to be reſtrained to your firſt [. #i0v. And it 
is, The Conſent of Dr. Owens Vindicator to the Catholick, Communi- 
on defended by Richard Baxter. 

Here Sir you make a very hopeful abatement of what you ſtood 
upon in your gereral Title, there you will have me deferd, here 
you come down to Conſent. This is at leaſt half a retra&-arion at 
the next word ; yet when I hayeexamined what you have to ſhew 
for the /atter , it wlll appear to be a meer ungrounded Chimers, 

You are ple1ſed to diſtribute the marrer of my Book under few 
heads. I ſhall paſs by the firſt 2t preſent, and conſider the ſecond 
as molt proper for me to do in this place ; and that you word thus. 


II. Tour Conſent to the main of the Cauſe which I aefend, and your 
diſſent from the perſons whoſe words I confute : of this 1 ſhall thauk- 
Fully take notice, Here is not Aſſent and Conſent, bur Conſent and 
Diſſent. The laſt was certainly not Argumentandi, but ornands 
eratia; for if I conſent to whar you defend, I muſt needs diſſent ſo 
tar from what you Confute : but in fie, it will be neither the one, 
nor the other in. what you «xpreſs. Yet I muſt obſerve how the 
Margert f-lls from 4*ferd, ro Conſent to the Catholickh, Communion, 
deftiided oy Richard Bixrzr. And now %is come to Conſent to the 
min of the Cauſe which you defend. Yet Sir, though I rake no 
pleaſure in difference, and contrudiftion ; 1 fear *cis not vet 2n 
agreement. : 

Of this Conſent you ſay you ſhall thankfuly take notice, and 
accordingly 12 a few words followings you thank me 4vain and a- 

B 2 8am, 
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ain , for the particulars of my afo1cſaid Conceſſion, or Conſent. 
But worthy Sir, conſidering how courtly and friendly you have 
committed a rape upon my inc 4:14 words ; and then come off fo 
handſome, and imoothly with thaiks for my Conſent z I call to 

mind a mich parakel Caſc, in the Hiſtory of the Council of Trent, 
| by Fryar Paul the Veneran \ 117191 ) page 322, Lib. 4- 

Chriſtopher S:raſlen one of the Anwaſſadours from the Eleftor of 
Branderburg, a Proteſtant Prince, ts the Conncilof Trent z made 
a long Oration, ſhewing the good affeftion ard reverence of his Prince 
toward the Fathers : without declaring what his opinion was in point 
of Religion, The Synod anſwered, ( that 35 the Speaker in its name ) 
1hat it beard with preat Centent, the Enbaſfſ.:dours diſcourſe, eſpe- 
ciilly in that part, where that Prince doth {ubmit himſelf to the 
Cemnrcil, and promiſerh to Obſerve the Decrees. ----- - 

The anſwer which the Conncil gave was much marvelled at, in re- 
gard of the fair and advantagions manner of Comratting, pretending 
ex thouſand by vertue of the promiſe, when the bargain was but of 
tcn ;, for there was no more proportion than between theſe two numbers, 
m thereverence promſcd by the Eleftor, and the wbedience pretenacd 
by the Synod to be given, It was replyed for defence, That the Ceuncil 
aid not regard what wasLbut what ſhould have been ſaid. And that this 
is an uſual and pious alttrement ef the Holy Church of Rome , which 
vielaing to the irfirmty of her Chilaren, maketh ſhecw to believe that 
they h we per for med theiy duty, 

Now to your proofs page 1. you ſiy, That you thank me that I 
lay page 3. 1 do not pretend ( in what follows) to maintain againſt 
you, that it is rnlawful to uſe a Form of Prayer, or comply with av 
mmpoſed Lytioy, or ander ſome Circumſt=nces, to joyn un the uſe of 
ex £3.43; oflrp, Neither ſhall I indertake to juitify altogether the 
Twmetve Acguments you have Printed as Dr. Owens, in order to ref» 
oy; nTFOFR, 

| pray Sir compare your premiſes, with your Concluſion. I do 
not 1n ſ«ch a Beok, maintain ſuch and ſuch things againſt you 3 Ergo 
| Conſent to them, 1 defexdthem. I can tell you where you have 
rcſented ſuch a groſs fallacy againſt your ſelf very highly. And 
unleſs you winked hard, and very opportunely; you could not 
bur ſee in my Book ſuch other reaſons given for my not maintain- 
ing thoſe things againſt you in that Book, as would have more 
then ſuſticiently have prevented , or cured you of ſuch a miſtake. 

And 
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And you cannot but know that they were in the midſt hetween 
thoſe words you cite. For you left out ſeven lines containing thoſe 
reaſons, and then patched together what went before, ar.d what fol- 
lowed after the faid reaſons, immediately as if i: had been my 
continued diſcourſe. But whatever my Sentiments be cf the above- 
ſaid ; I hall hardly declare my aſſent; and conſent to :1l of them, 
or the reſt of thcir fellows ; *ill it be to better purpoſe, or by 
the temptation of a Bencfice, 

You ſay alſo in the ſame page, that you are pleaſed with my 
expoſition of the Doctors words, and thar upon the account of 
my reſtr:#:ons of their ſence. I have no reaton to be diſpleaſed 
with this - yet /think it very fit for me to ſay that they will not 
bear the improvement you make of them , /c:1. 7 ozly here deſire 
the men aid women that have been with me, ard profeſt that they 
thought the Doſtors Arguments unanſwerable a7 ainſt the lawfulneſs of 
Joyning in the uſe of the Liturgy, eo take notice of what his worthy 
Vindicator ſaith, 

Sir / muſt deſire thoſe perſons to take notice alſo, of what 7 
have ſaid, that you think not fit to repcat ; and they will find my 
ſence of 4rocther Countenance. Some Peop!c will take the meer 
Title Page of ſome anſwers for a ſufficient determination, others 
will look only into the Anſwerer, and it may be 11@ further than a 
few pages or paſſages. If ſuch be miſtaken, let them thank 
themſelyes ; 7 ee ?cis neceſſary to look into what both Parties ſay, 
let them be who they will: if a Baxter, and ſome other men of. 
fame ſo far miſtake. 

But ſo far as your af paſſage cited, is grounded upon the re- 
ftrittion ; I put on the ſenſe of the ſaid Doctors Poſition ; It 1s 
ſo far from warranted thereby, that it is greatly weakyed. For if 
that Poſition, and the Arguments be taken with thoſe reſtrictions 
I aid may be put upon them, they are much the more #unanſwera- 
ble for that. 

You ſay,page 3Bat I think ten to one of the people commonly account- 
ed Diſſenters throughout England are of my mind, aud are for Pariſhs 
Werſhip rather than either none, or worſe, But by Diſſenters I ſup- 
poſe you mean thoſe of the Dottors mind, or your own, I believe Sirz 
notwithſtanding your thanks for my Charity and Reconciliation, 
you give in the next words, your Cenſure is too hard, and uzcha- 
ritable,, of thoſe of the Dottors mind, and mine. 1cannot ima- 
gine- 
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inc they ſhould be ſo atheiſtically or maliciouſly diſpoſed as to 
chuſe no worſhip or worſe (xl! circumitances conſidered ) rather 
thin that of the Pariſh. If any adhere to a worſe rather than that 
by 1/t-%23 1 cannot call that their Cho:ce, Dear Sir, / wiſh alſo 
you would either uſe more Accuracy your {elf(eſpecially in the caſe 
of C-nſures) or forbear exaCting it from others, under the penal- 
ty 07 1 know not how many diſtinCtions, to diſcover their confu- 
ſion ; though they are well enough underſtood by the willing. 7 
heſcech you Sir, who can tell what you mean by Pariſh-Worſhip ? 
I; a!] Pariſh. Worſhip, / believe you are not for it your (clf rather 
than none pro his & awic, Scil, the faults (you ſay) are in the 
Lvturgy, and more eſpecially in the Offices of B:pti:m and Burizl, 
the bowing at the prozouncing the word Jeſus, and toward the Al- 
tar, or the Eaſt. If of ſome par? of the Pa-iſh Worſhip, / am 
ſurcrkey are not of my mind, or the Dociors either, that will ra- 
tlic: have none than that, Scs/. reading the Scriptures Preaching, 
Prayer, Singing Pl:lms. And the Doctor was for Church Wor- 
ſhip teo (you know) though not for ringing a Bell to proclaim 
where) whatever it coſt, And you do not ſay rather than none 
more pu-lick or private not Parochial locally, but ſimply none ; 
which excludes not only family with four added, bu: fingle ſolita- 
ry worſhip; and all theſe ad ſemper ex parte poſt. Yet thus roughly 
am and the Diſſenters of my mind repreſented, as contradiſtin- 
guiſhed from theſe of your-, if 7 take you at the worſt your expreſ- 
,0105 will hear, which 7am far from, though they inſinuate a great 
deal roo much. 

Brut now we are come to what 1told you near the beginning of 
this Reply ; What is become of my Conſent ro, aud Defence of the 
Catmolics Conmurlicion def. ded by Richard Baxter in the Titles? 
Why, this Conſert, 2nd z9ired Defence 15 come to this, in the very 
ſame ©:fe, ind inthe main of it, Mr. Baxter and ten to one, Cc. 
2re of oze mind, und ths Docior «nt / of another. 

Page 3. you repeat a p:(1ige of min. thus, and you add page 
30. 21:4 if (45 you allow ) the preftical acter mination depends on the 
Circumſtinccs of che per /-115, you reduce the controverſy to a fir nay» 
row'r room than was by molt ſuppoſed : And very one being beſt capa- 
ble of K1:dt rſt-1nd11:9 bis oven Circumſ.:nces, ir will not bear oxeat 
heat and imporins ty jm anoth'r, 

From hence you interrogate, But waerce cometh thoſe wrong ſup- 


poſitions 
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poſitions of the moſt ) if «fter twenty years Communion with the Pariſh- 

urohes, T venture on the Cenſortons ſofar, as to eve my rec fons for 
my onn prattice, and defend thoſe reaſons, aud that pratlice +4 amt 
contrary writings * And ſuch wiſe men as you are ſo reconcileiblc, and 
fee how narrow the Controverſy iS 5 Vihence comes it that miſt tl. ih 
it to be what it 1s not, againſt ſuch frequent plain expreſſiens? Tow and 
T niay conjetture at the cauſe, 

I muſt acknowledge, ard I Co it freely , which is more than you 
had in the Vindication, That I do not hold that worſhiping God 
by a form of Prayer is ſimply unlawful, for the Reaſons I menti- 
oned. pag. 25. ſo that you and I Ciffer not here in Theſi, And I 
alſo declare it my Judgment that thoſe who differ from one ano- 
ther ( in the caſes controverted ) ought not to deal out bitter 
Cenſures and RefleCtions for that cauſe : but to maintain brotherly 
Love, 2nd Evangelical Peace; yea, and Church Communion too, fo 
far as it may be without ſinful Terms, or notorious Scandal, or 
what is rationally ſuſpected to be ſuch. And1I am ſo far from theſe 
heats and importunities, that ( whatever my ſence of your pra- 
tice may he ) I have been thought, and faid to be a kind of an in- 
different Luke-warm Perſon ( if not of your mind) for Contra- 
ditting, and cndeavouring to cure a bitter, and over-hot Cenſori- 
ouſneſs. But Dear Sir, | beg your Excuſe if I anſwer your Q#e- 
ſtion as well as I can, I am not dainty to affirm, that all ſides are 
too guilty of Partiality, and over-doing. And you have leſs reaſon 
to blame thoſe who think the differences very wide and welghty, 
and much greater i hen you ſometimes render it, ( For there is a 
great deal of difference hetween your High-water, and low-wa- 
ter-mark ) when they ſee you ſo much concerned not only to de- 
fend your own practice, but to reduce otherstoit ; and condemn 
thoſe who diſſent from you as no meen Malefactors, ſtigmatize 
them as Separates, ſuch as unchurch all but themſelves,proud 1gr:0- 
rants, and very bitter Contemptuors Language ; as if with Hanni- 
bal your paſſage muſt be made, thovgh with Fire and Finegar, 
Indeed Sir, your Style is too hard, and heavy for ine work. Love, 
Reconciliation, and Peace,muſt be fiſhed for with a Calm, not a. 
Storm. What you ſay, page 32. Humility and Love would conquer, 
all theWorld, is what I have faid often, and thought a Thouſand 
times. It were happy if ſuch Notions were praticed by all that 
ſeriouſly profeſs Godlineſs > whether they a1e high or low in 


emtward Tranquility: this would Repreſent Chriſtianity 1n its, 
propcr. 


(8) 


proper Colours, and turn the Churches ſhame, into the true Glo- 
ry of Grace, and Peaceableneſs. R 


, w—— —_ 
——  - O__— —__—_— _— 


SECT. IL 


Ar. Baxter hath not proved the Charge of Errors on 
Dr, Owen, alias the Mansſcript, ſufhciearly. 


Shall next Conſider what you ſay, to render my Confutation 
of your Charge of certain Errors on theDoctor,zinſufficient ſup* 
poſing the Maruſcripr to be his, «s you Printed it. 


My Conſtruction, and Senſe of the Poſition you diſpnte not, 
but are well ſatisfied with Expreſly. 


Page 2. You repeat the firſt Error Charged on the DoCtor, but 
(1 thank you ) you have here reduc*d the ſaid Error to the 
words and ſence of the Miſtake, though not the Order, and "tis, 
It is not in eur Power to make aſe of any part of it, | the Lyturgy 
you mean] as ie ſhall think, fit. You add, and 1 maintam that, 
though man hath not put that mn our Power God hath put it in our power 
to joyn in the good part of tolerable Worſhip, without owning the 
Faults, ( or elje we muſt joyn with none ) you deny not this , page 
27. but ſay, that he meant it of mans mans giving us Power, ( which 
1 nevey deriyed ) but it is God that we ſerve, 

Anſw. But if he meant and ſaid it too of the Power or Liber- 
ty given by man ; ard I proved it, and conſequently, that the firſt 
Error you charged him withal was without ground, and your far- 
ther diſcourſe not to the queſtion, as I told you, page 27. I had 
whar I pretended to. 

But now you inſiſt on what you ſay you maintained, and ſay / 
denyed not that, But Sir, this is another Province. And Reader, 
if the Reverend Author m:ſtakes as to what, henow faith he there 
maintained, and in ſaying I denyed nor the ſenſe he gives here, 7 
beg his and your pardon, if 7 tranſcribe more then 7 am other- 
wiſe willing : and 7 ſhall do it fully Word for Word. 

I cannot think he bears himſelf upou ſaying 7 denyed it not 

pag. 
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page 27. It is all one if I denyed it page 28. which 1 did, if there 
where any thing like the ſcnce he intimates ; as for the words they 
are not in the Book I anſwered, 

He ſaith Page 7. in his Anſwer to the Manuſcript, Thcugh man 
geves 145 no fuch power, God doth, as it is in my power to believe all 
chat one ſpeaketh truly and well, and not that which he ſpeaketh amiſs. 
1 am not bound to own all that any Preacher or Priest ſhall ſay in the 
Church; God put it intothe Diſciples power, to veware of the Leaven 
of the Phariſees, and yet to hear them. Proving all things, us not ap- 
proving [| things. 

Whar is in all this of joyning in the good part of publick tollcrabte 
Worſhip by a Lyturgy ? And how he maintained iz by theſe Argu- 
ments, which are #i/ ad Rombum, 1 cannot imagine, and think 
my Reader as lictle. 

The ficſt inſtance, As it i 32 my power to believe all that one ſaith 
truly and well, and not the contrary. Tam ſure it is not very ſound 
as expreſſed, for our power is far ſhort of this z we have not 
ſuch comprehenſive underſtandings, but our bclief may be impo- 
{ed on inevitably by f4lſehoods, in the appearances of truth; clſe 
our errors were much more culpable then ſometimes they re. 


And 1 thought we had been diſputing of a&ual joyning Worſhip, 


and not of hearing any aſſertory Diſcourſe. 

The ſecond inſtarce, of what a Preacher or Prieſt ſhall ſay in the 
Church, we are not bowd to ownall that. Do you mean Sir, in 
Prezching or Praying in the Pulpit, or the Reading Pew? ?Tis 
all in the Chxrch,and ?tis all ſaying. I am herein of your mind 
Sir z but If you intend it of the Litwrgy read there, tis but iden: 
per idem 3 It is In your power or liberty not to joyn in all, becauſe 
you are not 6:44 to joynin all. You will not take ſuch Logick 
for good Coin from an Aniagoniſt. 

Third Inſtznce, Ged put it ta the Diſciples power to beware of vhe 
Leaven of the Phariſccs, and yet to hear them. This the Tcxt 
te:s you plarnly tobe mean of their falſe Doctrine they Preached, 
nor ot their Liturgy for Prayer and Praiſe ; and you ſay, Chrif: 
bid hcar thera ; would you have us g9 to the Liturgy @nly to heer 
It, or only as we ſhould go 80 a Sermon ? and not worſhip by it ? 
And it we m2y take your own opinion in the matter, *tis doubt - 
ful whether thzy had any Liturgy; or if they had, it was a SCrip- 


ture one ; certainly here was n© bad leayen in that. But of this 
more here-fier. C Wn 
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Your 4th Argument or IoNance, Proving all things.gs not approving 
ell things,js cjujzem f.cr:n4,9nd deviates from the queſtion toroC<ls. 
Though proving of pretended truth, Lronght into the Church, be 
a duty ; «ad holding f:f. at whici is good, is to be the conſe- 
quent praCtics : Yer Sir- this conc2rns primarily the. Credenda, 
Bu ſuppoſe it reach alſo to the f-tcrende ; It 15 a5 little to the pur- 
poſe. tor a {linted Printed Publiſhed Liturgy, may and ought to 
be proved i>cfore it be uſed in Worſhip, and not like Sauls Armour 
clpt on D «14s back, to fight in before he had proved it. Cer- 
tainly Sir,you would rot h1ve people attend tothe Worſhip by the 
Liturgy, 1n the Parith Aſſembly, and inſtead of having their af- 
{eCtion3 and devoticns ſtirred vp, and carried on to God by the 
Liturgy» to be j utting the [cruple torher Conſciences, whether 
they are Praving or Sinning. This proct ſhould be made before 
they come #2c7e, vinich they may do at home when they have no- 
thing elſe to do, and not remain a matter of dubr when ir might 
before hand have been put zrt of doubr. I kope, niy I am ſure, 
that yon approve not the practice of m2ny Miniſters, who gave 
their aſſent and conſert tO the Liturgy on black Barth, (a day to 
be remembred) before ever they had ſeen fo much as the firſt leaf 
of it ; ror couid, becanſe It cam? not out ere exorgi, This Pro- 
ving before uſing in Worſhip, you commended once as an advan- 
*.1ge of a ſein ed forms Which Miniſterial, conceived » EXtenipore 


» 


not untie. Rather than cllow me io {perk argument or ſence; you 
will manele a ſentence {o,'as / e:ver met with any Co the like 
before, / mean a good man ind 2 20d Scholar, Hifher men pray, 
they bid us pray, what then ? #77 7: eompore Prayor, Forth are roquir- 
cd ro what #5 coed 1 both what ? 7 clire you Reader my Author will 
Not help vou to make ic ſence, it you rifle over kis whole onfiver 
for it. Bat ſceing my whele ſentence is but $77, toke It intire 
to a letter as my Antiwr had It #7 my Zrock, © Wihtin men Preach, 
«© they hid us bear, and te ear trirs words £ but when they pray, 


* they bid us pray. And by the Liturgy our Amer 1s required, and: 
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© not cur Cpiticn or Scrutiny : In exti;apore Prayer both are re- 
* quired to what is geed , Now 7 will truſt my Reeder to find out 
the /er.ce and the reaſon too. And thovgh / can forgive my Aus 
thor a thouſand ſuch wrongs, 1 ruſt rot excrie them- As to my 
Authors reply, *tis by Cenccllicn True ;, and by repetition cf what 
was to be proved, which is in#.:r nbilli., Now to my Author again. 

I: the next lines you ſay, indeed you fay pope 23. [*The Maſs is 
*nct more twiſted in a! tne parts of it by Law; than the Licur- 
*gy 5 nor letr lcfs to our power to pick and chaſe. If this union 
* dorerder the far greater pollucions, the Herely ond /zolarry of 
©the Maſs infeftions to the wholel/o ſhip : who can prove that tlic 
*poi;utions of other worſhip, when we are litewiſe commanded 
© not to Giſtinguiſh, or divide ; doth not ir their degree and kind, 
© diffuſe the taint 4/:;;-. 7] 

[thznk you Sir, for quoting thus much fairly, which yet ſeems 
ro come nor very freely 5, yer 2 pood port of rhe Argument is left 
vebind, and 1 ſtall rake leave to add a ſnip of it more, which fol- 
lows in the very next words [< Mental dividing or culling by ſecret 
* difapprobation, and not joyning in our kea7:5, is all you pretend 
©to; unleſs you Uid allow (which you do n»t determine ) Mr. 
* Humphrey Feris monner to ſav a (cud Amen to every Prayer of the 
© Liturgy, except the Praycr for the Biſhops, 2nd to that/ro Uil- 
© {ent by a fingulr filence.] Now Sir, inſtead of anſwering my ar- 
guments, you {ail to matiiig a Prot Ton what you will do In fſeve- 
ral caſes , brt »t Joſt you venture to fay, 1r xx not the Conyurttion, 
but the kid of ibe thins that maketh i wiawful. 

Do you not ere roul S:/phnss ſtone? The Argument retrrns 
uron you 2g-in [* ] ere are good things in the Mals, yea, good 
* Prayers directed ro God on!y by Jeſus Chrift] ſhall we therefore 
g9 to Mifs, and fall a picking 2nd cafins 1n our minds, and all is 

You tcl] us yet what kind of things in ConjunRion make it un- 
{.xful, although 7 pur you noon ic p3ze 29. of my Vindication 
in theſe words ( but di! bat ſrrdo narrive) Nor have you pro- 
© ved that no other ſin hurt /delarry and Hereſy may juſtihe refu- 
©(ir.g ro worſhip by tie Maſs; nor that far Jefs ſins than they may 
<1:or doit - Ner thzt the Liturgy hatnner (ſome way or otier ) 
© {uich fin cleaving to it, 2Sis like the Leproiy, that could nct te 
ſcraped, woſnra, or fired 0”, 
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Now Sir, / pray ſpeak out z and give us leave to go to Maſs, 
( if that be required, and the Church of England ſhould comply 
with it ( which God forbid ) with your mental diſtinſtions ; or 
tell us what fins twiſted and mingled with a Worſhip mzy render 
joyningtherewith unlawful, 

But to be more faithful to your reaſonings, than you have been 
to mire ;, 1 ſhall recite, and examine them withour picking and 
culling at all ; much leſs to your d:/advantage ; only T1 ſhall tell 
my Reader by the way, that- amongſt all your ſuperabundart di- 
ſtinctions , you give us not one that will include the kinds of the 
things joyned in a mode of worſhip, that make It unlawful to be u- 
ſed, exclaſrve of thoſe which do not; or that look like it ; and ſo you 
leave us as you found us. Let us examine what you have done; 
"Tis in page 2. 

Anſw. God « the maſter of his Worſhip; very right ! And *twere 
well if there were no more. J do wiat ke bids me, thouzh man 
contradith it. Fhis 3s much better, becaule practical. Bur ſhall 
we take it for an anſwer to my argument ? (as you call it) your 
anſwer is of doing what Ged bids you, tho 1.7 contradict it : the 
queſtion is, of doing what m4» commands, mixed inſeparably with 
what God contradicts. Take it at the beſt as to the queſtion, it is 
but this : Twill go to Liturgy, to Maſs ( for thzt is the queſtion ) 
and joyn in thar part which God requires ( lct it be mixed with 
what it will) whatever men ſay to the contrary. This is the plain 
ſence of your anſwer. But 7 believe far better things of you ; 
you explain yexr ſelf thus. 

If God bid me hear, and beli:ve the Scriptures, and man ſay hear 
alſo,and believe the Apocrypha. I will openly profeſs T obeyGod, and you 
no further than you contradidt not God, All this is good, but not in 
this place, becauſe 7mpertinext, What are we the wiſer far is ? 
What is that to the queſtion ? What you will profeſs in ſuch a 
caſe ? Tell ns what you will do, in the caſe heſfore vs, and give 
us a reaſon for't ros8. What man that would but be thoug't to 
fear God, would not profeſs ſuch a general dargerleſs Profeſſion in 
high Change, in a Popiſh Countrey ? Yer he will hardly mcric the 
Chair in th:s debate, for ſuch a reſolution. 

You proceed, Rather rhau not hear the Scriptures, 1 will hear alſo 
the Apocripha, but not believe it tobe Gods Word, But if they bid me 
bear the Alcoram alſo, 1 mill withdraw. 

Ayn, 
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Anſw. What this is to the Purpoſe, I cannot tell. If you will 
do this,-and much more ; the Queſtion ſtands juſt where it did, 
excepting only the Authority of yopr inclination or Example. Bur 
tf the Rectitude of what you ſay you w:{, and w:/! nor, may be exa- 
mined, 7 may as you, 

1, What neceſlity there is, that you ſhould hear the Apocryphs, 
or not hear the Scripture ? 

2, Whether you mean that you will rather hear the Apecryph# 
read, as a part of Gods Worship, rather than forbear ro hear the 
Scripture read, with other Concommirancs in the Lyturgy, at the 
ſame time, and place ? 

3. Thoughin the mean time, you believe not the Apocrypha to 
be Gods Word: Do you btlieve that *tis not intended it ſhoald be 
believed to be Gods Word ? or jnſinuated to be ſo ? 

4. If any other writing, no more Gods word than the Apockry- 
pha, and containing matter as lyable ro Exception, and ſtanding 
as Candidates for the honour of Gods word ; ſhould be 7oynrd to 
Lae Scripture, and read j4f inthe manner as they are, bearing their 
part in Gods Worſhip. ( for Inſtance, The works of Senec- 
Hiſtory of the Nine. Worthies, Popiſh Legenda, of their Saints 
Miracles, e/ops Fables, ) Would you rather joyn in th#s Wor- 
ſhip, with your mental Reſervations and Diitinttions, then forbear 
or with-draw ? 

Laſtly, If there be not ſome, yea many things in the Alcoran, 
as zrue,and as good as many things in the Apocrypha? And not mary 
things more falſe and worſe in the Alcoran, than ſez? things 11 


the Apochrypha ? 


And if the Books fore-mentioned, niay not claim a Parity? Fu- 
aith, Bet and the Dragon, Tobit, wich the Hiſtory, Legends, and 
Fables? When all theſe Queries are reſolved, which ſtand as fair 
for your Embraces as what you all:nt unto, we may the better 
underſtand yex; but not the Queſt ton. 

Next you ſay ſomewhat in room of a Proof, That it is nct the 
Conjunttion, but the kind of the thing that mak;thit [the Worſhip] 
wilawful, viz. An honeſt weak man, an Antinonian, an Azabajtiſty 
a Presbyterian , or whoever you diſſent fromin tclſer ble caſes, muy 
mix b15 opinion, and faulty Expreſſions and Methods nith his Prayer 
and Sermon , as intimately as evil is m:xt in the M |5 1, ard yet you 
will not refuſe Communion with him. p 
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Zajw. All you zim at by this, is but argymintum ad honinem, 
2rd ſech a one too, as is but 4 foto ad jw © but here is ncither. 
The Caſe with that in Queſtion is, t;par & Congreſſms, ?Tis true, 
if whatyo ſay of me hcre he truc 3 that I do not reject Commu- 
nicn for ſuch kind of Faults in the Adminiſtrator of the Workip 
and his Adminiſtration - and I will allow you that as eaſily, as 
thita man muſt not put away his Wife for every fault : But yet 
I muſt add, that you pur the Cale 74, and ſtrain ir off the Tenters, 
to makeit reach years. For, there may be ſuch faults mixed, doth 
not xcach to there 15, there ».uſt be, there ſhall be ſuch faults; 
which you know is ſaid of the Ly:2gy, by them you oppoſe, A- 
gain, the faults in a Sera are not 4d rem much leſs ad idem. 

Nor arethey that concern the more CGircct Worſhip, as Prayer 
ard Praifes,as mntinatcly mixt as inthe Mals 5 which you pleaſe to 
intznce in to make the wo: ſt on't,or ourLyturgy either;as to what 
{:uſts ae inthe matter ;, for they are not zpoſed on xs to hear and 
v or 11:1 by, either by L«w, nor :snccefſary terms of Communion, 
ror afc they aft jultilicd as no f-.«irs, ror are they bord to commir 
them by Lew, nor are they known to us before we joyn, that ſuch 
{aults will be 3 ( except whit common infirmities may infer ) nor 
are they perpetaared by a Law, 1Crisit a Crime, much leſs a Feral, 
2 capitc] one,to Reform them, to 2dviſe of, yea reprove them for 
tich faults. ( Except the Errors of Opinion ) they are confeſſed 
to be faults partiendlsrly, brwiitlkd as their Si ard Burden. Ard 
they pray and endcer your to Co their work for rarer and man- 
ner of Fxpi:ſj.cr with gre-rer Tere tion: This mny be faid of 
tre Kft thiac ot ore F.crroncors oped wenrk, Bur teil me of one 
ct our Miniſters of the Lyturpy that Coth, or Cate make publick 
Confcſiion, of one fault in matter or form in the Lyturgy ; and 
pray io Gal to Refo;m it, 5 help them 16 Co it hetteg?? or 
where doih the Lyiiigy cCirct.o trchs Cortiion and Prayer? 
And yet fat the whee tf far legal Auinijfry, with one of the 
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Burt Sir, you might have remca bred wiiitT] foid, Page 29. 
*( but it vas not for your turn ) There is vo Pati v in a Word 
© or Sentence, EexcePticnable in a Conccived Proyer extempore, 
© itn the Lyturgy In 1ts #xtzre form, With all kucks n or alt; ul 
* Circumſtances. Many may be fcvnd who in Cunceived extem- 
© v5 Praycry Co nct pollute them with foilivgs in the matrer 1 
and 
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© and others that have Errors in their minds, do not put them into 
© the Words of their Prayers. So that Communion with theſe more 
able Orthodox men,ts nothing ſo dangeroxs, nor lyable to your Re- 
Crimination, 

There remains one thing more, in which you ſum up your ſerce 
of you Argumentations 1 this Paragraph,and ir is by-a Similitude 
which proves zorhino, Bur if it may help us to underſtand your 
mcanmg, 1 will not £::2y my Reader the ſight of it. Jr «5 Lanful 
( ſay you ) to drink beer that bath bad water mixt , rather than 
none: But not to drink that which bath Poyſon equally mixt, 

Anſw. Here is a Ratheriſi, and adown-right Negative. The 
firſt (if I can underſtand you) is meant of onr Lyturgy, the 
iatter of the Popiſh Maſs. But to follow your Similitude, muſt 
one of theſe be our Eleftion? muſt we take this bad mixture, or 
not drink at 4, andeonſequently dic of a /uller Eiymorr, or a Pat- 
late more nice than w/c ” Youcan tcl} a better way than eter ; 
and that is, to drink that which is more pure, wholſom, and 
reliſhable, if it may be h:d for Love or Afoney. Ard you believe 
Sir, they may have vctrer that witl but goto the Cot on'r, though 
ſometimes you expreis Peters pity, Be it far from thee, this [ral 
net be unto thee, Mat. 16.23, And you know what thanks he had for 
it from his Maſter. 

For the latter, you 2rc more ox, or more ſrert ,or beth. !t is not 
lawful to drink that which hath Poyſon equally mit: vouzre more 
out, becauſe *cis !efs to the Purpoſe, Remcnber Sir, you are pro- 
ving that *cis tae the kind that's in Conijuattion, which makes the 
Worſhip «nlawfil ; and now you are come trom the quale to the 
quantum \ and in tr«ath to buth : Poyton,th: 24.e , equally mixt;the 

WAntum. 

If I ſaid ailo that ?Gtis more ſhort, "tis proveavle enoph; for 
ſhould we t2ke no better heed, thin to your Dire{t:en, v2 were in 
the Eyes of ali Men ( 2nd your own too, when you look on this 
PaſNge again) utterly wrdovre, May we diink Poy/orr, ſo there he 
not full as much Poylon as better Liquor in the Dravgints or any 
Poyſon at ail ? I know Sir, thonph you have wo: ded it thns nh a- 
ily, your meaning 15 ſtill; we may 99:0 the Lytoryy, rather then 
tothe Maſs. And Tom to fir of your mind, but 2520 what you 
nave yeT ſaid, rejrat Preyand 1m, 

You procecG and {iy, To paze 29. of my Vingdica:ion, / think if 
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« Turk pray againſt Idolatry, Murder, &c.that Prayer 1s matcrially 
good;, But as togooaneſs from a holy Principle, no Hypocrites is good, 
You had ſaid in your Anſwerto the Manuſcript, page 7; Heathens 
and Turks have good Prayers, but may we joyn with them? you 
have not told us why not; but only in Caſe of their being twiſted 
with j«ch Hereſie and Idolatry. © But I had denyed Heathens and 
© Turks having good Prayers, becauſe without Faith in Chriſt, 
© though they may be Prayers for ſome good thing. This Doct- 
rine you cannot bear; it being in Contradiction to what had paſt 
the Warranty of your Pen ; but you will bring it over to another 
Tryal, and you wil ſay they may be materially good ; 7 ſaid ſo be- 
fore, but that does not ſo well like you; but being for the matter 
good, they muſt be good Prayers, 

I will put you a few Caſes, to ſee how your Rale looks, Suppoſe 
2 man utter the matter of a good Petition in Sport, or Derifion 
of Religion, as has been ſomerimes in Playes;z are they good 
Prayers? Conjuring ſhall have good Prayers too, by this Rule ; 
for {ſometimes it contains ſome matter of Petition for good. The 
Heathen prayed to Bacchw for a good Vintage, to Ceres for a 
good Harve#t; The matter of their Prayers were good, thongh 
directed to Idols; butby your Rule theſe are to he juſtified as good 
Prayers. How dear is ſelt- defence! that will not permit anEminent 
Chriſtian Divine, to allow that there can be no good Prayers with- 
out Faith in Chr:#t, hut it muſt be diſtrnguriſhed out of doors, to 
ſave the Turks and Heathens good Prayers ; becauſe he had unad- 
viſedly ſaid, they had good Prayers, 

You Conclude this Argument ſaying, The Inſufficiency of my An- 
ſwer yo;r no may manifeſt, till you prove that I wuſt fjoyn with all that 
1s in publick Vorship, or with none. If ſo, your Anſwer is unan- 
ſwerable ;, but thovph /attempt no ſuch #21poſſible things, 7 will bc 
content to Hand 1othe Renders Tudpment (that doth not allow a 
name to welgh 700 much ) if your Anſwer be not apparently 
inſaſhicient, | 

Yet Sir, befice what I have alrcady {2jd to difference the faults of 
the Worſhip 7 have deſcribed ; zne that other Worſhip you will 
vring, nyder the ſame difhculty ; 7 will add, that where Worſhip 
is2ccorCi"g to Divine Ir ftirimticn, ( which doth not ſuppoſe them 
obliged by it to be Azgels, but men, men ſubje&t to Infirmities ) 
And theſe men do I ofeſs ſo far as they have attained, to walk by 
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the rule of Gods Word, and to reform, and riſe tq a nearer Confor- 
mity to the Divine Rule, as they ſhall be able to underſtand it - 
And their Worſhip contains nothing in it , cither by exceſs or 
defeft, which excludes the Eſſentials of Chriſtian Wor ſhip, «ccept- 
able to God through Chriſt, when tendred in Sizcerity. I believe 
theſe may be joyned with, without partaksng with their Sins 1n 
Worſhip ; whike I am not immediately guilty of the ſame Sins. 
This may be ſaid of the fore-deſcribed? And worthy Sir,I know not 
by what other medium to ſet upa Fence againſt the moſt polluted 
Worſhip in the World , that hath ſomewhat good in it, and pre- 
tending God the Objeft. When Tempe ation is at the door, meer 
mental Difinitions will undo all, and betray Religion Peice-meal, 
If you, or any other can inſtcudt me better, / ſhall be thankful foz 
it. In the mean tinge, / am well content with what / have ſaid. 


SECT. BE 


The Remains of what Mr. Baxter ſaith in his Defence, 
againſt my Diſcharge of Dr. Owens pretended Er- 
rors, Conſidered. 


I R, The Doctor, ſo far asconcerned in the firf Error by you 
charged on him,being after ſo large anEncounter Revinascared, 
You making me little to do, and next to nothing, abour all the reſt, 
you have __— me much farther travail in that Province. I hear 
no more of yourProofof the other ſeyen or eight which defended, 
to be the Doctors Errors, or any Bodies elſe, except in two Paſſi- 
ges, which 7 ſhall alſo Conſider. 
You ſay, page 27. Some other Prattical Doitrines we differ about, 
- as Where you report me to ſay, © Page 30. [7 doubt not to affirm, 
© that doing that which a Lew requires, ſo far as the Intention is 
© moved by the Law, is a jufsfying of ic. And ſubmitting to any 
© L«p, vpon the Conſideration of its Penalties, is (Cfar a ag 
D ©10g 
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« Ing its preceptzve part, as not fo great an Evil as its Penal, ] 

Theletwo Sentences, you charge with two faults. The firſt of 
a Defc& jn Limit.atviy the ſecond of a Defect in Limitation and 
D:iFinctien. 

Theſe Sir, (if j!f ) 2ren great Aratement of that bad Counte- 
nance you put upon the {uppoled Error ( which 1 deferd)) in your 
Anſwer tothe Manulcript, Page 7. viz. That orr Communion juſti- 


fieth all the Laws that impoſe the Lyturgy ;, yea the Penal Severines : 


This us too ;roſs an Error th be d:fended, wirh any ſhew of Prof. 
Bzforc you fall to the Procfof my foreſaid Defefts in the De- 


turg'y ] is a Duty ſizply, or without any Dependance on humane 

=ncticn.] Your Deſign in !-:75 exception ſeems ro me; to prevent 
or f-nce your ſelf againit ſuch ObjcEtions as might be made againſt 
your ai Frailice, WhICA vias nt to hold this Communien, when 
tie Szr.lion of the Law lay (atleaſt) afleep. But Reverend Sir, 
if that be jt ; 7 ſhall lay, thar *tis litzle my Buſineſs, or inclination 
to Cenſure, or j47e my Brother in dovhtſul Controverted mats 
rers- To bis an Afi Y he ſtanaci bL CY ell: [ h. 

Had you told me of 5ny ene Perſon, Anthor or other, that ſays 
*tis a Dury ſ1z:piy, it had hecn fomewher /:ke a Convittion of my 
{aying to be culpable : Bur all you ſay, is wiat yur ſelf have ſaid, 
and pratticed, which no way Cortraditts me neither. You fay, / 
bave largely told you, that I tokg it totobea Diity to hold ſuch Com 
antjcion noe no better «t leaſe us ,-- Ard that it is in Obedience toGods 
Commanas, more than mens, that 7 have gone to the Pariſh-Churches ; 
And would hare gone ai much if the Law had not Commanaed it, but 
only deprived me of better, Bat Sir, is that a Duty ſ/xply confide- 
= that is obliged to, ozly by that great ſtrait, no better is to be 
had z Worſhip God rr, or natarall ? Orvis that no Dependance 
on humane Sanctions which depen:is not only. on- the Laws ( not 
forbidding ) but Cepriving you of );ctrer ? 7 chink'the Sanction of 
the Law gocs a great way, where it not onl7 commands, but aCtu- 
ally and effeAu2lly deſtieyes all other ways, but that which it pre- 
icribes. 7 wonder none of our modern wits and men of the 
times, In Pr:\s or Pulpir, +-ve cver yer four. din their hearts to 
ſay, that *tis /iz7ply a Duty, and thereby we axe obliged to It in- 

Con- 


IS 


Conſcience toward God, without the medium of the Magiſtrates 
Command or Compulſi-n. Lictie we hear from theiy but Law, Law, 
Tepiter & Fulmina, You might have fparcd.me, and your ſelf 
this Trouble, had you not been offor:ded at your owl Shadow. 

Now for my deteCtive Limitat io; you fay ; But as to your un- 
doubted Afirmatio:., I am 24 mich pſt doubt 1c it is not true, as 
you unlimitedly expreſs it, Lhe 1tcritic'] mal” be” 7. ved b a Law 
for the ElfeCts or Contequents ſhe ;, ond 7r, ſeth Daw, but on- 
ly juſtsfie the Att of the Subjett, Yea ar '; -y; e moved by the formal 
Authority of the Lawglycr, exprejt by tie Laws, and yet net juſtific 
the Law. 

Anſw. How happily havelI ſped ir this Argument ! to haye no- 
thing ObjcRed but « hiirle wail of Accuracy, which the Leſt wri- 
ter may ſometimes he chirged with, | 

' Truly Sir, when 1 wrote whot you fo confidently Contradict, un- 
leſs I h:d /.zted it: Idid not thik of a Lefture of Jaris-prudence, 
I wrote thit which concerned Comme: people to under%and ; 2nd 
I doubt not ſill r0 ſay, that I wrote Common Sence, and I was ve ry 
well underſtood, thongh I did not trouble them with f:-ther Limi- 
tations, Bur Sir, was not that a Limitation ſufficient, [ So far 
as the Intention 15 moved by the Law. ] But you teach me that ze 
Intent miay be moved by 4 L1w, for the Ef: s or Conſequents ſuke, 
and not juſtifie the Liv. I xflure you Sir, I have rub;ed my mora- 
ing Eyes, and cannot yet ſec the Detect. | 

I ſay, that if the intentibn he moved by the Effets or Conſe- 
quents as ſuch, ( mp!y as ſuch) though the Law be the Geoaſe- 
on, the lijtention is not moved by.the Law at all.. For «cv an Ins 
tention would nor be moved by a Law Conſidercd- without thoſe 
Effe&t3 and Conſ2quents ; aud it world be moved with thoſe Ef- 
fets and Conſequents, though they hatl no Relation to a'Law wt 
all. Therefore. your arguing from the Int. nticn moved by the 
Effe&#s and Conſtquents, as nor [iffficicnr to juſtifie the Law, js br 
making an Argument of your cv» to confute inſtead of mit, But 
let us try if your inſtances will give more light. 

Toſeph and Mary were taxed w:th others, vv Auguſits Law ; they 
were moved by that Lany and its Effeits to paythe Tax © yt jujiified 
not the Law. 

Anſw. All you can prove is, that they paid the Tax, the mere 
matter of Fact :* The Text ſpeaks nothing ( and theretore you can 
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prove nothzng) of their Intention, or by what It was moved, A- 
gain, The Jjraelites mi, ht cbey the Philiſt ines that forbad them Smiths 
and Swords, &'c, How prove you that ? and if you proved it, what 
tollows, bur an AZ-ſignificant, or an inſignifcant & Catera? A- 
gain, When Chriſt ſent Peter to take a Fiſh, with Moncy in his mowh, 
ard pay Tribute ; the Law moved his Intention, becauſe of the Offence 
that weuld follow the breaking of it : and yet his Anſwer imimateth 
that be juſtificd not the Law. Indeed Sir, I wonder at your impo- 
ling, as if 1 and your Readers had not read the Scripture, nor 
were Maſters of a grain of Sexce. The Scripture faith plarnly, that 
he did jt toavoid the Offence ;, that mn this /ntention, not a 
word of the Law here. And for his Anſwer, it imported plaznly, 
that he would keep his Sence to himſelf, that he might neither of- 
tend Cafar, nor his Countrey men, acr cnſnare h:»/elf, Truly 
Sir, I am conſtrained to ſpeak plain ; half a good Argument is 
worth all theſe, and an hundred more ſuch. You havea heap be- 
hind, of mere a»proved DiCtates, very unworthy of your Pen; The 
intelligent wary Reader will caſily ſee it : and yet you conclude 
this Argument, with Dear Brother ] will not argravate your Error, 
by its iff Cenſequences. I thank you for your Lore, bur need not 
your Favour in this Caſe, unleſs for thery cauſe, who will take a 
mans Arguments to be knockt dead beyond Redemption, if Mr. 
Baxter hold up but a Straw at them. 

Somewhat muſt be ſaid to my DefeCt in the /atrer Sentence ; of 
which you ſay, And as to your ſecond Information;it 15 not true without 
Limitation, that [_*Submitting to a Law, on Conſideration of the 
* Penalties, is ſofar a juſtifying its preceptive part, as not ſo great 
©3nevil as the Penal J You ſay, this is confuſed work, and why ? 
The Preceprtive part of the Law, is a&tus precipientis, the Comman- 
ders Ad. Again, Forgive me for telling you, that you ſhould have di- 
[*inguiſhed the preceptive pert of the Law from the matter comman- 
ded by it, and ihe Evil of the Law and Law-maker, from the Evil 
of the Obeyer, And what then ? And then have Concluded only, that 
ke thst obeyeth a Precept only to avoid the Penalty, profeſſeth the Pe- 
nalry to be worſe then his At of Obedience; But he doth not make it 
Torſe then the Law, or the Lawmakers Sin. 

nſw. Revcrend Sir, I am not yet ſo Learned, or ſelf-conceited, 
25 not to be willing to learnof a far wearer Tutor : But ſtill with 
this Proyiſo, that he inform, but not impoſe on my CRCTRERg. 
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I could ( without great difficulty ) have diſtinguiſhed tie pars 7e- 
£iſlative, from the afts imperantis, and thar from the attus 1mpeya- 
11, and all from the Lex formata, and ſo on. But cut bono? my 
Reader would have been little the wiſer. - Could my Reader /- 
miſtake, as to imagine | meant that the evil of the Penalty was 
not ſogreat as the L4w- makers Sin? and is not the attus imperatin, 
included in the matter commanded in the Sence of the preceptive 
part ? And chink, I was diſtin enough, where my Readcr might 
well underſtand, and could not by any fault of mize, miſs my mean- 
ing. But Sir, whatever Pleafure you rake in it, I take /zrle, and 
(it may be ) our Readers none at all, in cs part of the Debate, 
wherein we do but res parvas magno Conaty agitare. | 

You give me no more occaſion fo contend againft you, by An- 
ſwering what you oppoſe to my Defence of the DoCtors pretended 
Errors. You remember me of one thing more in the Polemical part 
of my Book, but not by way of Contradittson,Scil. Page 32.1 ſay, 
{ * Doth he ſay a word of owning Pariſh-churches and Worſhip ; ] 
Thus much, and mo more you repeat of that Seftion. And you An- 
ſwer, If you, or he ſay nothing againſt theſe, we ſhak leave the D:o- 
ceſan to others, But if you be the man, I have lately privately writ- 
ten to; 1 doubt not but 7 ks proved to you, that Pariſh Churches that 
have good Miniſters, are true particular Churches, and thoſe Mini- 
Lo true Paſtors : and that any Biſhops holding the contrary, doth not 
d:ſprove it. 

This Snap of my Defence broken off from its Fellows, your Rea- 
der will underſtand little by, but I ſuppoſe, you only dcligned to 
bring in by that, what you ſay you wrote provazely : but 1 perceive 
you know not to whoyn, at leaſt whether it were to me, or to ſome- 
body elſe : However, this Notice is very welcome. As to what 
you ſay you haye proved, I do very much doubt it. If I had had 
the happineſs to haye ſeen thoſe Proofs, and they had proved con- 
vincing to me; you had ſaved me the L1hour of agitating thar que- 
ſtion in a following diſcourſe. And I take it to be. ſo cb more 
worth determining, as it ſeems to be the very Baſis of your Zeal 
for compleat Parochial Communion. 


After your Notices of what I had Cone in Defence of the 


Manuſcript ( which was as much as my expreſs deſign, v:z. 
to 


- 
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to prove that it was not [uch a feeble and groſs thing as you Repre- 
ſented it, { It it be whoſe ic would) you obſerve ſome things 
page 4.1 have not done. That is, that I have not defendcd the 
reft of the Manuſcript. And page 5. you thank me for defending 
one of thoſe you Innumeratoe. I take not your thanks am/s, tho? 
I n2d other Realons for not doing it, then ſuch as it may, be you 
Suppoſe ;, yet {uch 1s may be C: fly ſuppoſed, if you ple-sſe. 

And not tq {uffer you to le grateful 4/one, I thank you alfa, that 
you ſaid fo {:ttle to defend your charge of the firſt Error you 
ch :rgcd 01 the Doctor, or Minu'cript, and that you ſaid /efs to 
the ſecond, 2nd nothing «tall co all rhe reſt { ſix or ſcyen in num- 
ber ) which I diſcharged from tar imputatior. Ard I thank 
you ſo much the more, as you were much mo:e obliged ( by 
Temptation ) ro defend your own, thanl was to defend another 
mans, 
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Mr. Baxters Con-eſſio:s to the D: fors prrſonal Worth, 
an4 Sence of bu ill- treating the Doctors Name, thank- 
fully acknowledged, 


A $ to what concerns yovr Intituling Dr. Orex to the twelve 
F Ry AisF ments, accorcliiy tv YCUT Priined Editions ard {ome 
il refented mixes im your Contradictions of them ; jour Chri- 
ſtian and inz2<nu2us5 Exprcflion: :re ſuch, «as well deſcrve to be a 
IWiu:dins-ſrees ro all Off. cos, which took life from your Reflecti- 
ons 91 the DÞLore Aw ficdt youſayy, that as to my Vindication 
of Dr. Owns Perſon: .orih, $ou andT are zgiced, and you have 
wothing in that t of ſay tz <34jt me, 

This I tha: fully ac <20wled 2e, and I ſhal: not be the oniy Per- 
ſon ſenſi le of i I.» Ca/:+ was ſaid to confirm his ewn Statues, by 


ſecuring thoſe of Pompey. 
Beſide 
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Beſide divers other Paſſ*ges ofthe import zboveſaid, 3 ou have 
one in page 8. which I ſhall transfer h/thcr for Reaſons.1 ſhall give 
by and by. I ds but rell my Reaſons for naming the Defor, but 
1 undertake not to ju ifi: cithtr that, or the manner of my mwritiiigs, 
from Miſt ake, Iniprudence, or other Faul: ineſs, I ſuppoſe you to be a : 
mai: Whom I raks from my heart to be far better, and wiſer than ny 
ſelf : Aid therefore as 1 1h4ik yeut for your gentle, friendly Reprehen- 
ſions 1, ſo I profeſs that my very ct eem ard Revercnce of your TJudg- 
ment makes me ſuſp:& that I have done amiſs ;, when I ſee ut niet in the 
cauſe it ſclf. Thar I could have d:fendcd thi cauſe of Love, ad Coms 
munion againſt thoſe Arguments ;, without taking netice of the Author 
and withur wronging the Nonconformiſts, who wilt be charoed by bis 
Nam:, I did, and do wiſh ;, Bue I tbou:ht it conid not well be done : 

If in this I m:5tooky I ash ptrdon of God, and man ; f.r ſo 1 muit ds 
for my Sins kriown and unknown. 

More to this purpoſe the Reader may find in this page, ard 
page 29, Thus far I have repeated your words, heciuſe they 216 
powerful Perſwalions to Heart- Reconciliation, and 2l}1ying of A- 
nimoſicies 3 where Principles of Chriitianity, or humany prevail, 
and are attended to : And more likely to do good ihit way with 
moſt,than many ftrongReaſons of «notocr Countenance,iftacy were: 
to be had. 

And indeed Sir, you have in this Paſlage expreſſiq ſo much of 
Humility, and S-If-denyal ; as few of thſe who ſhall yet remair 
vnſarisfied, would imitate under le/5 diffhcy!t Circyniſtances, And 
| expect ſom* may rcad them here, whoſe Prejudice will not nere 
mir them to ſeek it e/ſewbere, The Value you are plzafed to pat 
upon the ſuppaled Author, is (I confeſs ) great, that I hovid 
not for Moaejiy ſake have meationed ( much Ict; afancd) but that 
( whozver you apprehend him to he) I hve re fon enourch 10: 
tronsſer 1t upon ſome far ore worthy Prion thin my ſei 

, Thece 15 on? thing pert-ining to this hend which I fhakl willingly 
diſpacth 11 tis place ; and it concerns a Veyucſt of Youre, law as 
mt Rogyteit, Seel, pog,* 7. All that 1 yer deferc, is ro be able ro der 
#t to b- 1:5, tit the next man thi irs the Den nformiſfs in the 


Teeth with it «s 165; { oct, m'y cub told it is not by : If you can 
and will but toll me taut you viliwo int tobrlis, that I may 5.ve but 


' ? ' p 
fo much to ſoy; I mill ihank you, ad ar. © ot roolickly knowg, 
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Dear Sir, a far leſs earneſt Requeſt, yea leſs than a Requeſt, would 
have drawn from me a greatey matter than this to gratifie y0u. / 
thereforeſay, that 7 cannot affirm, or deny it to be his, of mine 
own knewledpec : for 1 never received it from his hard, nor cyer 
heard him ownor deny it to be his, more or leſs. As to what 7 
belicye of it, / ſhall be epe,, and ingenuous with you. 7 do believe 
that much of the Swſtance of it was written by the Doctor, and by 
him read to ſome few Perſons ( probably to have their Openion 
of it, and of what uſe it might be to ſome perſons concerned in 
the then preſent difficulties, ( and not yet paſt) and that ſomebody 
having gotten the Copy, took Liberty to diſperſe it to ſome others, 
whoſe Caſe or Curioſity moyed them to deſire it : But / do not be- 
lieve, that the Doctor intended it for the Preſs, or to be expoled 
3S it was, or that he eyer wrore it, or owned it, or would haye 
owned it bc ;, as it is in your Edition, without very Conſiderable 
Altcrations. 

And I having had ſince Iwrote the Vindication,the {ke Opinion 
from ſome, who were moſt likely to know the whole truth of this 
matter: 7am farther Confirmed in the belief of whar / ſay now, 
and ſaid before in the Vindication, page 2- yet in my poor Judge- 
ment, ?®t1s enovgh for you that you cannot «ffirmir to be his : Nor 
any other who ſhall pretend it for whatever ends. And be it his, 
or net his, ( ſeeing he did not think meet roayow it publickly ) 
*tis becoming wiſe men, to let it ſtand, or fallaccording to its own 


proper merit. 


SE CT. 
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SECT. V. 


Mr. Baxters fourth Seftion Conſrdered , being a Mi. - 
cellaneous Colleion of various matters Contained in 
the Vindicator, and hs Animadver ſions on them. 


He Cloſe of the firſt Paragraph of your ſourth Set. page 29- 
gives a full D:ſcharge to the NoCors Name, (ſo far as you 
concerned it in your Anſwer to the Manuſcript ) in theſe wo1ds 3 
I wholly follow rhe Rule you menrion, to chuſe that which doth moſt 
£ood, and leatt burt, And truly, the Reverence of your own, and ſome 
other Frdg ment telling me, that it doth more hurt than good, doth turn 
the Scales, and make me repent, that I named the Doftor. 

Reverend Siry I thank you for thus much, whoever or whatever 
was your Motive. And I ſhall the more patiently bear the load 
you diſcharge on ze ; though I ſhall take leave to poixeit, and In- 
quire Quo Warrant. 

A Warfare, a Voyage muſt not be wnderraken, but with expeCt- 
ance. of ſome blowes, or foul Weather. After a Calm, comes a+ 
Storm, which was brewing all the while, I now perceive; and it 
hegine thus, page 29. / leave your charges againtt me to their beſt 
Advantage to the Reader, though my Inclinatron 85 much to open 04t- 
ſtakes. T may give abrief touch to your ſelf, for your Information ;, 
which { expet+ not ſhould affett theReader, ſuppeſe your book to lie open 
before you. ; 

_ Arſw. It is of rare example for axy, much more Mr. Baxter, 
toto pettore, telum yecipere;, and not to expoſe miſt3kes that are to 
his diſ2dvantage. But Sir, your brief touch for my Information, 
I expect it to be neither brzef, nor a gentle tonch, nor much to my 
information ; except that in the beſt of men nature will work. And 
whereas you ſay, you expet not that it ſhould affe& the Readur, &c.1 
know not what to think of —_ that yourReaders haye ſo littie 


corc:n 
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cer for me, that if you ſhould clap a Cupping Glaſs to me, 7 ſhall 
have none of their pity- But / am not DoCtor Owen. 

"You begin to inform me by ex«mining me, and go on moſtly in 
that form of information z; which ſeems to aim rather at your 
own : But to be brought to the Rack, and dicere cauſam is a hard 
Chapter ſaid A. B. Lad, If (fay you) you thought them not 
good enough to be his, nor intended for publick view ; Why do you 


Prong bim ſo much, and the people much more, as to divulge them th. 


hx name ? 
[ ſee Sir, you need to be better informed year ſelf of this mat- 


ter, before you turn Informer tome. Who told you that F ever 
divulged them to any one perſon? And 7 tell you, that though / 
had ſeen them about a year before; / never read them, nor heard 
them read, except ſome pare of them Crſorily once : And 7 never' 
was Maſter of any one Copy of them, true or falſe; *cit / had 
your Printed Edition. J muſt therefore ſend this Quere home a- 
gain to your ſe/f, to whom it much more belongs than ro 7c, and 
- = Divulger with his z4ze, more / think than to all the world 
eſide. 

Again, Do good men takg it for a priviledge, to burt the Church, un- 
eontradichted ? 

Anſw. Why. ask you me this queſtion, rather than of any other ?- 
You might have nw} vane it your ſelf. Certainly none but the 
worſt of men take it-for a priviledge under that name ; but many. 
good men do hurt the Church, and take it to be good ( by miſtake- 
ing either the Church, or the hurt ) Who theſe good men are js, 
lis fub judice, all are ſaid by one or ether to do it, all juſtifie them» 
ſelves from it, Yet they may be moſt guilty of this :zgnorant zeal, 
(which is the beſt can be (aid of it) that leaſt ſuſpeQ-themſelves, 
and moſt hotly charge others : I will ſay for mine own part, thar 
/ need ſcarce any thing more to ſet my judgment right of my ſelf 
or others than impartial ſclf-refleft;on. By the queſtion you ſeem - 
to ſay Iam the man, and I will put it fairly ro my ſelf, You may 


do asyou pleaſe. 
You ſay, 1t i# zeal for a Sei. againſt Unity, which corrupt nature 


8 for. 


Anſw. And thereis a zeal too for Unity and Uniformity, which 


corrupt nature is for, and you are agzinſt. *Tis too common a. 


Cant to braid thoſe for Sefts, that are not juſt of our own _ * 
we 


ing. Avery caſie and impertinent way of abuſing: A Cothurns 
that ſerves every ones turn. 

Again, 1 doubted not but guile would be impatient, Anſw. What 
then ? Is impatience a proof of gail? or every defence again 
wrongs, impatience ? You ſhould not have caſt cb ſtone. You 
: It was your Party that wronged bis narce, by divulging that which 
you take party diſgrace. FS 

Anſw. My Party ! Is not that Mr. Baxter for one? 7 found 
Mr. Baxter, and the Doctors Vindicator of one Party in your 
Titles, -wirhone doors, and within, Who patred us lince, and 
made me of another Party ? Not JL, 1 am ſure; 4am the ſame 
was and that is, of no Party at all. But if you will diſagree with 
your ſelf, and make Parties in one ſingle individual, look you to 
that. Who of the Party do you mean who take the Afanuſcripr for 
the Doors diſgrace? O! they were offended that it was printed 
under his name. And if you or any of your friends ſhould expreſs 
eff ence, at your Manuſcripts being Printed under your name, which 
you never intended for the Preſs, nor Conſented ſhould be ſo Pub- 
liſhed ; would you allow this inference, that they were taken for 
your diſgrace ? Befide, whatever ſome may think of themſelves, I 
do not think; that the ableſt men ſpit ſuch perfeQions, as without 
Correction, or more ado, may without wreng to their names 
' ( and ſomewhat elſe too ) be expoſed to the worſt that 2n 
adverſary can make of them. | 

Page 30. you ſay, Jt's 3trange ſo knowing 4 man ſhould think. that 
bad Arguments with a valued name, are not dangerous! Yes 8 1 4- 

ainſt common ſence, as thoſe for Tranſubſtaniation, To conf#t your 
ſelf, you add [Add to what? 7 that on all ſides proples opinions are 
moſtly, and moſt STRONG LY mattered by AﬀeRions, and it's be+ 
youd all our power to Cure the diſordtr. And yet us there no 
danger from Names? 

Anfiw. You may croſs Shins, and fight againſt your ſelf when 
you pleaſe. I delight inno ſuch Combars : Bur its more ſtrange, 
that ſo pz0z4 a man ſhould take ſuch Courſes to wrong his very 
Friend, an1 render him Croſsto Truth, and himſelf at once, by a 
half-faced Repreſentation. 

Reader, all thatthe Reverend Author pretends to ground theſe 
two chargesupon,is contained in a few Lines, of which by givirg :» 
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a part, he (I will not ſay cunningly ) ſpoils, and perverts the 
ſence of the whole z they :re in page 7.{*Dear Sir | fear that thoſe 
* People, who have not the skill to anſwer the twelve Arguments, 
© will be found to yant skill enough, to diſcover the Strength of 
© yours, And 1 confeſs tis matter of Lamentation, that on all ſides 
* Peoples Opinions are moltly, and moſt ſtrongly maſter*d by their 
, x, wh and *tis beyond all onr power to care the Diſor- 
. GET, 

Now Reader, if acknowledging, and [amenting the danger alſo, 
he ſay:ng there is no danger in valacd Names, Mr. B. 1s right, and 
Tam not wronged. 

Truly Sir, 1 am ſorry that you cannot yet ( after all you have 
ſaid ) get over your naming the Doctor, but mult be looking back, 
toa Vindication of what you have ſo efte», and ſo pathetically con- 
feft.,, to be faulty. So hard a thing it is for good men, to digeſt a 
Self ( bur half Conſtrained ) Condemnation, 

And I1 take leave to add, that the danger of onunng by valued 
names, ſhould deeply oblige :hoſe, whoſe names are much valued by 
one ſort or another, not to ſpeak or write hand over head, but with 
ſuch warinefs and Caution, that they may be in4ced guides, and 
not Snares to their valuers- And to others, that they would have 
a care of over-yaluing names, and learn to judge of things by their 
proper Evidence. 

' Page 31. If numbring mens Errors, uſed to do hurt ;, be worſe than 
committing them, or defending them, I miſtook, 1 Conſent that you do 
ſo by me, ſo you ſpeak nothing but the Trath, 

— Anſw. And did you not miſtake, if it was not worſe ? I have 
thought hitherto, that to do #7 was a 215ſtake ( at leaſt ) though 
not ſo bad, as that which is worſe. I thought alſo, that this was 
one manner of treating the Door, wherein you acknowledged 
your ſelf Faulty : But if you retraCt this, as you ( ſeem alſo to ) 
have done your other acknowledgments; Jam at Liberty to recall 
my thanks. Bur for your Conſent that I ſhould give you the ſame 
meaſure, upon the Condition limiting, ſci. of Truth :. I ſhall not 
take you at your word ; becauſe, I take Yolenti non fit injuria, to - 
be but a crooked Rule. Nor ſhall 1 ( though with your leave.) 
doubly condemn wy ſelf; by doing that which I condemned in o- 
*hers. 

In 


In the ſame page you ſay, I am ſorry that you feign the healing 
Parliament oy beves ifnd our 34 Aro, Toy forbad Re” 

' proaching and troubling one another ;, but not remembring our Sit 1s 
feeling when we ſuffer, nor asking what cauſed it ,, to ſtop the like a" 
gain, if not for a Cure, | . 

Anſw.Sir, you teach here a Notion yery new (at leaſt tro me )/c1/. 
To affirm that which is not true in Arnraraticn. (which may be 
thro? miſtake)is tofeign. Much joy Sir,of this invention, I wiſh you. 
But if you be never ſorry, *till I feign or affirm that grear Abſuraity,/ 
hope that from henceforth you ſhall be a jayful man. If that Parlia- 
mentby the Act ofOblivion did not bay ſuchCriminations by 4nyPer- 
ſons,much more by private Perſons.(whatever pretence they might 
make of cauſing the Criminals to repene of it, by ſo doing”) 1 ſpake 
not therr Sence, nor to my purpoſe : But if they did, 1 needed nor 
( according to your notion ) to frign, when 7 had ſuch Realities 
on my ſide. | 

You ſay alſo in the ſame page, You would put ſuch terms wpon me 
in diſpute, ax Veron deviſed to put on the Proteſtauts, I muſt oppoſe 
his Bottrine, only ag-in the Syllables written, Accidents in Worſhip 
ſignifie you think at leaſt an imegral part. | 

p14 I wiſh the Papiſts would neyer put” harder Terms upon 
the Pcoteſtants, than not to corrupe their Arguments, by choping 
and changing Words at their Pleaſure ; which you have often done 
in the Tra Iexamined: T7told you of many ſuch faults; yon 
deny not the Fact in one, but here you juftifie it z and you juſtifte it 
bere as an inſignificant Alteration. But'you know that the Dottor 
thought not ſo, for he inſiſted on the ſence of that infignificant 
Syllable, ( as yon take it) And 7 inſiſt on it in my Examination 
of your Anſwer , which the Reader may underſtand ( if he will 
look into my Book ) to be of another Countenance than your brs- 
ken-glaſs Repreſents, What work may men make with Argue 
ments, if they take this Liberty, when they pretend to give the 
Authors own words ; by all the Tokens uſual : if they ſhall chop 
and change Words, Syllables, or ſome one Letter ! May they not 
put yea, in the roggarOf nay ; and nayin the room of yea 3 and make 
their Author ſpeak what, and no more then they liſt; ?Tis one - 
thing to CommendexaCtneſs, and another to »/e-ir. But if-you 
j iſle this Liberty, we may expect you will take is fer the future, 
and then there will be no dealing with you.-* | "— 

Pags. 


"Page 3D. Jrs wiſely done nor ro own the Canſe I oppoſe, and yet not 
let wy know whether it be for fear of the Law, or becanſe you are &- 
anji er. 
" Anſw. 1 ſuppoſe Sir you mean cammingly, a ſort of Wiſdom 7 
am little acquainted with. 7 am too open and fair for ſ#ch Poli- 
ticks. 7 told you the cauſe, paye 3 page 23- and page 39. You 
"might have given your ſelf ſufficient realors for ity without asking 
them of others, much more being told them: If you could not 
> them there, it may be. to as little purpoſe to repeat them 
ere, 

T hope you do not think that Laws, Prnal Laws, are not to be 
feared. » 'What were they elſe made for ? You have indecd writ- 
ten concerning the.Diocceſan e/f<bl;ſhed Conſtitution, and the man- 
ner of impoſing, as a man that feared not the Law». But you haye 
made ſuch a Compenſation for that, by your Zeal expreſſed for the 
Lyturgy, and Lay-Conformity, as may plead your pardon for that 
wrong- - believe, and notÞ/ alone, that by your Writings, Ex- 
amples, and valzed name, ſerving ficſh and blood with a Wind, 
( which is no friend to Loſſes and Croſſes )) you have ſerved the in- 
tereſt of the preſent Conſtitution, beyondpgll that hath been ſaid 
for it by thoſe, whoſe Srariox may promiſFgthe ſervice of their ut- 

moſt Abilities- | 

But for the Cauſe you oppoſe, and oppoſe with ſo much bear, I 
have not ſound you always of the ſame mind. Change of Wea- 
ther hath great influence on ſome ( and not only the moſt z»firm ) 
Conſtitutions. 7 beg yore percent 1 make alittle Retroſpe@t to 
your Sentiments by-palt, and ſometime fince, 

I might begin with your S«voy-Diſpute or Conference, wherein 
*tis offered againſt a Lyturgy, that Cold Prayers are like to have 8 
cold Return, But that being vive voce, in trankent breath » 7 ſhall 
not, ſo. mych inſiſt on it ; but remember you of what you ſaid 
clkwhere, {or Example, 


But we think it was not the Feſutes that firſt ſaid, Qut of the A- 
bundance of the Heart, the Mouth ſpeaketh. *7s natural for the 
Heart to {cad the Tongue. . And men are more «ffc{ted by words 
Thick come from AﬀeCtion, than by thoſe that do wot, And reading 
words written by another, when we ſpeak, 10 God, #4 not ſo, natural 4 
Signification of Deſire, or ther Aﬀiftion z as ſpraking them from = 

pre eut 


a 
C31) 
proſent Diftate of the Heart z, for any Child can ds the one, ard «&- 
« nor the uſual Sigmifecation of Seriouſneſs in other Altions, 
Miniſters ſhould be better med than the People, how to ſpeak 

to God and man. It ts their Office, and therefore, it belongeth to them 
to chuſe the Words, which are futeFt : and to ſet up a Miaiſtry that 
can ao neither, 5s to befriend the Prince of Darkneſs agaiuſt the 
Kingdom of Light, and ro be a deadly. Enemy to the Church and'Sonls; 
and to ſet up a Miniſtry that need not do it, » the way to ſet up a Ms- 
ni fry that cannot. Let the Miniſters be bound to no more than to 
read, and a few years will transform them te ſuch 43 can do no more 
than read.. Baxters f.cond Defenceof the meer Nonconformiſts, 
page 15. 

p * doubt not, Fut there are ſome prom Perſons among you, I Cenſure 
net farther than Experience conftrameth me. But + know that the 
Common Sence of moſt that are terious in pratical Chriſtianity, us 4- 
ga4inſt your formal wayes of —_— and againſt the Conrſe that 
you have taken in this Land, Andt _ of Prophaneſs Comply- 
eth with you, and doteth on you; in all places that ever ] was acquain- 
xed in. Bear with plain Truth: It is ma-Canſe of Everlaſting Con- 
ſequence. There ts ſomewhat in a gracioxs Soul, like Health i» the 
Body, that diſpofeth it to Reliſh wholſom food, and perceive more 
difference between it, and meer Air, or toyiſh Kick-ſhaws, than it can 
eaſily expreſs. Baxters fifth. Dsſpnte of Church-Government Pref. 


page 17: 


Compare this with Mr. Baxters Anſwer to Dr. Onens twelye 
Arguments, , Page 42. | 


And if it be the-diſuſe of your Common-prayer, that you ſeparate 
from us for, 1 would know of 2m Whether you would have denyed 
Communion with all that lived before it had a Being ?* If this be your 
Religion, I may ak, you, Where was your Religion before Luther, 
before King Edwards day ? If you ſay inthe Maſs- book ( And” what 
elſe can you ſay) 7 ask you then, where was it before the Maſs-book 
had 4 Being? Baxters þfth Diſpute, &c. Pref. page 30, 

Could men have been content to have made Gods Laws the Centre, 
and Touch-ſtone of the Churches Unity, ,al had been well, But when 
they muſt make Cannons for this Veſture, a»d that Geſture, 4nd the 
other Ceremony 3. and determine in what Words all men ſhaft pray, 

and 


(32) 
and how many words be ſhall ſay, or how long he ſhall be ; and h 
make ſtanding Laws «pon mutable Circamitances ; and this withovt 
axy Neceſſity at all, bus only ro Domineer, &c. Baxters fifth Diſ- 
pute, page 9. | 
They (the Phariſees] uſed long Prayers, as a Cloak for their 
Oppre 10n. Qeryy Whether thty were 4 Lyturgy or not ? If yeaz 
ſo let it paſs in their Charadter.. 1f not, Then it i ſcarce like tht 
there was any other Lyturgy than the Scripture in thoſe times ; elſe 
it 1s molt, Likely that the Phariſees woald have uſed it. Apology for 
Nonconformiſts, page 95. 
| But to ſet up anew ſort of Juriſdiition in the Church, by Legifle» 
tion to make Forms and Ceremonies Obligatory ; and by E Selutrens 
to puniſh Paſtors that will not prattice them is , —— Ki 
Laſtly, By this means you will hardenthe Papilts, that by ther en- 
wventions and impoſitions bave divided the Church, and been guilty of 
ſo much impoſition and Tyranny, For, how can we condemn that in 
them that is pratticed by our ſelves? And theugh in number of #n- 
wentions they exceed ; yet it is not well to concur with them #1 the kind 
unneceſſary 7mpoſitions, and ſo far to juſtific chem in their injury ta 
the Corrch, W & >" 
If none of theſe or other reaſons , will allay the imperions Diſtem- 
per of the proud ;, but they muſt needs ( by an uſurped Legillation ) be 
»:aking indiffetent things breome aqcaliiey to others, and dominecr 
over mens Conſciences, and the Church of God : We mu#it leave them 
ro him, that being Lord and Lawgiver of the Church, is jealous of 
His Prerogative, and abhorrcth IDOLS, and will not giveYis 
Glory to another, and that delighteth to pull down the proud, and bum- 
bl: them that Exalt themſclves, Ba3xters 5th Diſpute of Church- 
Governments p4ge 378 ). 9 1.7. BE 
That to that very Qu*rſtion [| Whether they know of ary rhing in the 
Lyturgy, with which they could rot comply without Sin] we after 
gave cu a Paper of cight particulars in the Lyturgy, mhith me wiaey- 
togk.to:prove flat in. Apology for meer Nonconformiſts, page 155. 
© Moreover, the ſame reafors that preva;il with us, will prevail with 
others when we are dead. , They will be as fearful of Lyine, and Per- 
jury, and of ſwearing Allegiance to Cunrch»Uſurpers, as we have been, 
There will [tz | be a People ſeriouſly Religions, that are Chriſtians 
.n good ſadneſs, and xeally believe 4 Life ro come, There is xo bin- 


derirg it ;, God vill have it ſ0, and who cangainſay Him? Andthefe 


men 


pnyg—_—— I 


take the Chaſf and ſtraw for the Corn ;, as ever we have yer before 


them : And the Hiſtory of our Sufferings, nsl bus animate them, 5d. 
ye 4 i998. | 
Thelc are not «#1 have to alledge of yours, of the ſame Colony. 
Whether you will count your Writings of this Natwre, or thoſe 
which contradiit them for your Diſerace, Icannot tell. Iam fure 
both cannot ( if confidered\ together ) much raiſe the value of 
your Authority in this Controverſy, And I think, if 7 had been 
minded'to have vindicated all the twelve Arguments you brand as 
ſo faulty, I could have produced, to juſtife moſt of what you fay 
is moſt unjuſtifiable, not only by your Authority, but your Re«ſons 
alſo, made ready to my hand : but that was not my uniertaking aki 
in that Traft. If any doubt of my fidelity in theſe Citations, # 
ive them the books, and pages, wherein ny may find them to 
ord. My Credit is impaired, if not forfeited; by a wilful of 
negligent Failure; But if it ſhould be demanded, how Mr. Bax» 
ters Judgment and Zeal conkd thus wary and oppoſe to ſuch a De- 
gree? 11can give them no farther light than'this;' That theſe Ci- 
ted Paſſages were Printed in the years 1659, 61;'0r'62, &81.But 

that againſt the twelve Arguments in 84, as ah 
I am heartily averſe to writing any thing in reply to you, that 


 ſavoursof wrangling ; eſpecially in Perfonal Concerns: But if you 


will neceſſitate-me by ſuch Refle#ing Queries, to anſwer ſo as is 
mula bob; 7cannr helper There is one behind, 

ich I rooſt not omit, which Ins a Charge that ( if rrme ) 
renders me'{d teat a fool, and to fonl in Offender, as to be «trerly 
unfit to be concerned in any on bo requires either Judgment, 
or Common Honeſty : ” But if itbe-falſe* ( as indeed it is) 1 leave 
you, and the Reader to make the right Conſtrution, a 

You ſay, Page 30. 1f the work, { the Manuſcript] befawhy, why 


| do you net joyn with me to ſave men from it ? and why did your prevate 


Lerter own it his Conjuntt with Fame ? I offered you to ſtop it, Is it 
diſingenuity in me, to tell you of twenty untruths in your Letter; and 

notorious : [| you ſay in your Printed anſwer to the wnkrown 
Author, they are Untruths in matter of Fa#, which aggravates 
their Faultineſs ] and ingenuity i: you ro be offended for being told of 
them, rather than for writing thew f This is Ao wich rhe won 
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that peeberh 2h Darke, for. the th Sinner. 

yer apa ty. Let: your ot "At i in ay 
NTT fant ev "firſt excnſed, or exciſyble.'( ar leaſt ay 
Opliuan re 1am perfivaded.to; joy with, ybu in it. 
add, "og needed this, if you delieved the Tele you give 5! my 
Rok 5 nownanſer ? or had not forgot it before you writ Page 
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cl , Or. Tois Et, of the b ce Author of Bs Fo pere Letter, XL 
aut X IL. QN,we. ve you no rea or 
TE WA SF Opin, 5c expref Sfr NE 
the Av ke Awligs the. Vin 
grgat imprugdence. You Charge 6n} the private Letter. But in, ſhort 
Sire Im- Lea ho haye the beſt means toknow it ), that I wrote 
&ghaty norany other Letter to you theſe many years laſt paſt ; 

er had any knowledge of the Agitations you ſpeak of. And 
oe Lhay IF ma. Leiter to you, that the Manuſcript, was the 
Deftors;& ; A texvard | in Print ſaid Idid not believe it;(as you print 
it) & have blamed you for imputicg 1 tohim 3 had played a very 
TY: enuous and inexcuſable part ;z-:Trepan'd you intoa Miſtake, 
nexpoſed it. Bu tas the Caſe ſtands, I ſhall only ſay, that 
Jp 4 ——_ NA vas ; but an excuſable Slander, or the 
nes gLetter. as pal |S YOU .Tepre: 

I). kfoy ig gh e:mans gullt, .on the next; t 
hood, Jour ts F pt, WT Tu wasSno wrlful- WFOng 
done by, you but or want of de Conſideration. . Buf 
his it jsto be a og Autor 2 lafead of no Names. to L083 a 

ad one. 
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Of Repentance in Heaven,” and the DJ pede sf Ely 
fied Saints there, at thetr Miſtakes defended on Farth, 
441 ſ..: Y G3 | 1 $59 £03077 Dilks $105 231 12453 
L . aſſerted by Mr. Baxter. 7 ec &nolle:; 2nifw Di3 au vd 
359.36. & , fied 2.04.2H1 F OY eX0 3 173% 113 0217 
WEIS 290 4 LEM AUD 201 AC NV a 20 Rad 1h Dhy 
——_— Reverend Sir, 1 muſt ſay to your third Seftion, page 
I) 15; but as little as thething will bear,' it being but zctidental 
ro the prefent buſineſs, though you ſpend eleyen pages uparin;c-/1 
had aſſerted, that if Dr. Qwzen were nndaubreilly. diſplegfed 2vHN 
miſtakes, bemg-defended by any gre onFarthly now: hetdh igtorifs 
ed Soul in Heaven , he muſt «4:4oubtedly have the knawijeaigei df 
ſuchia Defence. ' And that affirming ſucha knowledge; would'de- 
prive us of oor be## Weapon againtt-the:Idolatry. and Superdtici- 
on of the Papiſts, in their idvocatiqn of:Saints: ; 7 7 51.5 36 uins EL 
'In Anſwer to this page Por a mean mage — Dy 
extend 'the- Knowledge at 152th; Heaven; aafalizmorcat- 
»iſcence, and rational Concluſions fromreſar:inatifedthas fappiics 
them with will go. - And'1-think-Sirzyou hayertherain £19; altchat 
can be faid with Reaſon, ( as for'whhs; God ioindiatelyy.orlby 
Angels may reveal to them) 1s no ground fouis;3 unlef&s we under 
ſtood.irt betcer.) but ſeeing you 8900 farthesighaiiftrongy:Pubbay 
bilities, as to the preſent inſtanGges. yaur «waarbredly ivnot without 
dewbr, and T am Nfe cnoughryet: +.) 77H nf 2506? (2507 D 

\ But Sir,I think' you venture coobardy: to angue frontthoſe Tos 
picks of the Saints judging the World,.and the Extention of a Sun* 
beam. The firſt may be done Congreqully 42h, by! their ac 
companying, Chriſt in that, Actions ,ayd applaudinghhis: Juſtice: int 
it Ezeauok 5. which they may, knaw tabeſorhs.by the ability-and 
interity of wah a Judge ;:/behdertie BogkwafBridence, hat ſhall 
then be opened. | 
3 But 


g 
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Bur if thts be any thing to your purpoſe, you muſt ſuppoſe them 
to know all that is done in the World in all the pars of it. Now 
to make this feaſible, your other Notion falls in as pat as can be. 
Nor that they live as unconcerned Strangers to Earth, when 4 Sun- 
beam can reach ſo far, page 16. You ſeem here to fancy that the 
Souls in Heaven onght rat40rafy to be corffluded , to have a Pro- 
ſpe of rerrore things , as exrenſeve, and penetrating as the Sun- 
beams at /eaſt. But yet conſidering,.that the denſe Bedy of the 
Earth doth ſo interpoſe; that it muſt be beholding to its Circaler 
motion, to viſit with its dire beams all the inhabitants of this 
earthly Globe z that will not ſerve your turn, unleſs you fancy alſo 
their ſtation and motion equally ( at leaſt ) Coreſpondenr. © But 

- by this, and what follows, you ſeem your ſelf a lictle affeted 
with the Yert;go. For, you provide theſe, with other Antidetes, 
leaft I faign them to have News-books, Gazets, and Poſt-letters hence. 

But Sir, this Caution belongs rather to thoſe, who will needs 
have them ſo exaCtly kzowing of our: Concerns here below z, and 
youſeem to be in'ſome dangerof io;:\fince youtiave already begun 

_ the Correſpondence, by a thing in the form of an Epiſtle: from Dr. 
Open ig Heaven, in your Poſti cript to your Anſwer to the: twelye 
- Arguments. - J 

Of much the ſame hxmorr, is your forrow and deſperation-of 
my change of my Opinion of the ancerrainty of the Saints knows :; - 
ing what, and when we pray; [for ſo 1 expreſſed my OpinionJto. » 
be my beft Weapon againſt the Popiſh Superſtstion of praying to Sasnts.... 
Yet for all th, you will hopes. do not pray to Dr-.Owen for: 
ſo mnch as I believe he kyoweth. 

Anſw; No; nor to Mr. Baxter neitheryif he were in Heavensand; ' 
as knowing as be.For, though I ſhall ſtill retain this Weayon as our: 
beſt, we have ſtoreof others good enough againſt cbar Foppery... I: 
preſume you will hold me excuſed for anſwering you in your kind: 
Hanc veniam --=----- petimuſq; viciſſim. | 

Tat the Saints in Heaven have diſpleaſare, which you-affirm in- 
ContradiQtion to me; 1 am now to conſider. You begin warily, 
page 36.' and confine it to Dsſplicence; the contrary to that Com 
placence whieh is in the wil : ſaying, As pleaſedneſs and diſ-pleaſed- 
neſs are in the Paſſions, and ſignifie joy and trouble, you bave bere ns. - 
thing to do with them ( having expreſly excluded ſorrow }) but in the - 
Wit. So that ir ſeems we axe agreed that there is no diſpleaſtre 

as 
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, / , » 
az.in the Paſſiens, which is the ſame ſence with the algae Word 
« Buthere you firſt ſuppoſe that I muſt not imagine you 
fhould Contradift your ſelf. For this, ] crave you pardon ! "is 
mere than poſlible. | 
To make ſure work, you fetch your arm aboxr and will prove 
that in God himſelf there is diſpleaſure, ( which. is the word you 


muſt allow, or you contradict not me )) and then the. Conſequence is 


undeniable, that gloryfied Souls. are not lefs, but more capable of 
it. While you bring Scriptuze'to prove this, who dare contra- 
di& it? and in this you are not ſparing ; for you fill up your ni 
teenth page with Scripture Quotations, to Convsrce me that. thi 
Scripture ſaith God is diſpleaſed. A Child in his Pſalter knows 
this ; your Concordaxce would ( without much pains-taking,) have 


furniſhed you with five times as many. oh 

But what earnings do you make of all theſe Scripture Quotati- 
ons? Doany of them ſay that this diſpleaſure is Confir*d to his 
W:8, and hath nothing to do with ſorrow, the AﬀeQtions or Paſli- 
ons? Doth not the Scripture ſay, that God was grieved, pained 


at the very Heart, angry, yea, in fwry? do not theſe expreſs dif- 


pleaſure or. diſplicence, as in the Paſſions; contrary to.joy and 
Peace ? The Scrh re alſo ſpeaks of Gods Eyes, Arm, Hand ; you 
cannot make theſe towriſhes of Scripture, but only to make a ſhew 
to the moſt ignorant: You know Sir, that*ris not to be taken in 
groprieſenſu. God ſpeaks to men, therefore ſpeaks after the man- 
ner of men-; make your inference now, and what will you get by 
it. Godſpeaks of himſelf to mev after the manner of men ; Ergo 


we may ſpeak of men after the manner of God... To as much 


youtell ns of all the forreign: Refermers, and of Hilderſham, 


poſe 
© Dod, Greenham, Bolton , Rogers , Sibbs, Preiton, page 20. All 


theſe f2id God was diſpleaſed in the Scripture Sence z not one of 
them -( that you prove.) ſaid it in your ſence : nor can you (I be- 
lirve,) produce one of them, that ever ſaid that the Saints are dif 
pleaſed in Heaver. 
As to theſe Expreſſions of Gods Dsſpleaſure, Grief, Anger, &:c. 
they relate to the As of Gods Providence, which are ad extra, 
which in men are the Signs and Effects of ſuch AﬀeCions or Paſſ- 
ens: But it follows not, that they are indications of the ſame 
paged} which if they axe in him, muſt be infinitely and eſ- 
0. | be. 
As. 
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wt for Schoolimens Diſputes, and hedlatiens of Metapbyſical 
Authors-of, this matter, 1t-I were better acquainted with them 
than Iam, I ſhould not here coacern my ſelf much with them, who 
too oſtendo rſ-1rire cum ratione about little things, much more a- 
hout God whoſe Perfettions are ſo. above humane. Comprehg nſion. © 
Bur to reduce this diſpute to a narrow Compaſs, 1 agree !witf 
you, thatas in the Divine Underſtanding al Sin ts eviland dilap- 
proved or Uiſliked ,, ſo there is in the Wil 1 of God ſomewhat an- 
ſwcrable to it ; But by what Name to call it, 1 am not tcſolved 
by all the Conduct I have yct met with. Nor am I (atisficd to call 

it z#4ing, which you make #7:vocal ( or near it )) witth D: Jplicerpe 
as many of the School-men do z .bccauſe. it ſounds.too ba>ſbly,as/3f 
that might be, the beizg of which God doth #1; and: 10, Gods: /o- 
lition or Will by Conſequence be C:efſed or. Contradidted. . And 
if yon Conſtrue your diſpleaſed by diſplicencezand that by. Nolrtion, 
( except 2s Nolition may be in the Underſtanding ) I can ſee no 
reaſon ( pardon my dulneſs ) to receive ir. 

And whereas you ſay, page 19.The, Hebrew Phraſe mhzch we trap- 
fate by diſpleaſing to God or man, 88 oft |_ it was Evil in his Eyes] 
which ſpeakath a Poſt, itive All of the Underſtanding, de mglo: And 
that there was no anſmerable Att of the Will, let him ſay that dares : 1 
am not ſo daring as to ſay by what name it muſt, or may be called ; 
yet ſeeing I have ſaid in the Book, and place you here oppoſe, tho? 
in-Heavea'there is 4;0:ke and diſ-appiobarion ; (whigh.you your 
felf agree" to-be much.of your {:nce: of Viſpltaſure ); you might 
have abated very many. of your Reflz@ions.. ; And. / Mo fay, that 
God mi{t#* the Puniſhments of Sin, is an, AQ of his I, il; 2nd. he 
Puniſhments Executed the Effetts of that willing, or AQ of his 
Will. And I hope you will not deny, but this is very i Au 6 
tothe Act of Gods Underſtanding ge 224lo 3 -and 1 may be excuſed 
{ſaying more as tothe Act of Gods will de #19, Thas far- we fall 
not much fall our. 14et VL 1h, 

All yourGiſconr {- herc of diſpleaſpre in Gov) hath been to make 
way for this Conſequence, that, a glorified Soul in Heaven may, be 
diſpleaſed, exempli gratia, Dr. Owen's, But what if it appear, that 
yolt ſtave muſt aken, yet exprefly-excluded the Qpebing GyquPughT 
to have pur )..hitheita'?. And yu youe: $f, niſtgo erg. 


preſſion, and not Zin my Ex poſi:ion Ref ref this KIT el 
vour Cor tparative. You ſay, 1 doubt not but by defending it, [ t 
Doors Miſtake ] you far more diſpleaſe bim than me. 


Here 


* 
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Here is only term without Explitation, by which the A prehen” 
fonSofanevitty Dr. Owen in Heaven, and-Nvi Bites yy, Eureka 
is expreſſdJ*'#nd that's [4pleaſed and *all' the difference of 
this diſpleaſedneſs expreſſed,'is but Secunda mags & miny, Dy." 
Owei more diſpleaſed than'Mr. Baxter ; but the diſpleaſure is of 
the ſame «denr:cal Species, excepting ſorrow ) but*if ſorrew'he 
excepted, all the reſt that is included.in the Diſi pleaſure 'is Cor 
firmed 3 \Exceprio firmae do non exceptis. Arid that includes (as 
it48 orrfjay be in Mr: B:oxrer-at the ſaid miſtake ) Anger, Wrathz' 
Bitterneſs, Perturbatibn z and if you can excuſe your ſelf totally 
of Sinful Hatred of the Perſons that diſpleaſe you, it-is morethan 
many a very good man can doin the like Caſe. None of theſe are 
excepted by exchiting Sorrow-= yea ſuch is the Yitionſneſs of cOr- 
rupt Nature, that the belt of men do ( while prevailed on by theſe 
Paflions-.)' take'too mich pleaſure ii then. + Thopenow you"will 
not ſay, that the Saints 1n'Heaven may be 'affeted with ſuch dif 
pleaſure. - = bL | of 
if you will needs ſpeak Myſteries, in a caſe where noſuch things 
are neceſſary, or to the Purpoſe z and limit your ſence 'of your 
Expreſſions no berrer, you may excuſe your Readers miſtaktzg you, 
whule they conſtrue your:meaning by your words, which you ſeem 
to frame with'exaCt Confederation.  \ - © © $# 
' And now Sir, give me leave to look back on that very harſh 
Concluſion, you make by all the links (good or bad) of the Chain 
of. your: Conſequences, from my ſaying, that the Saints have no diſ- 


pleaſure in Heaven, in Contradidtion to'Mr; Baxter: f6r that is 
allthat4is'mne,” the reſt is your own, and you mul anfer for 
them, '' 7 look. ( ſay you, page 22.') to bear. ere long, from Preſs and 
Pulpits,' that the Nonconformiſts teach, that no Rebellion, Treaſon, 
Perjwry, or Wickeareſs, is at all diſpleaſing to God, to Chriſt, ro An 
gels, or to any Saint in Heaven, _ they call Adulterers, Mur- 
qertrs, and ſuch others 29 Repentwiee, arid morning for Sin $\ ant ſepa- 
ett {01 others as too bad for their Communon, Indeed at thi ſame 
tbo the Wicked, neither God, nov any in Heaven's diſ- 


' Do yop indeed Ibok for this! 7 am y-fily perſmnaded riot any 
of the leſt angry Adverſaries of the Nonconferttifts, with all 
their Wit, - wonld frorti chat/Paiſige have rhinzht bEſach 4 borrible 

© us having the Jedlt fudor oBratrona? depthdinte' there? 
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on. Butnow ou have taught it them, and haye Mr, Bax 


IF, 
Authority to do that, which 7believe will be aſhamed do 
notwithſtanding, - © Sir, to what Extremities, and beyond Ex- 


tremities, do you run things! I believe'in this fit of Ds/pleaſure you 


had little:Sorrow, What will become of the Saints Reſt, if fuch 

Diſpleaſure be found amongſt the Saints in Heaven ? 'Doth this 

ſpeak you to be a meet man to Reconcile, make peace, 'and heal 
the Churches Wounds; who know not how to breathe 1na Corr 
troverſy, but it muſt come toa Hurricane? The Lord be merciful 
to hisChurch,& every part of it,6 deliver them from ſuchProducts 
of impatience of Contradiction,& from ſo over- valuing anyPerſon, 
as to dote on his ConduCt,without trying,and eſpecially Conſidering 
what Spirit he is of, 

You ſeem to heal al agaiz in the next Paragraph, by mollifying 
my Error ( as you call it ) as meerly Verbal, Thus you blaſt, 
overthrow, wound, arm Adverſaries with venemous Weapons ; 
add to the griefs of the already afflicted ; and then cure all in a 
Trice, with a breath : as if theſe things were at your beck, and 
muſt move exactly to the Tune of your preſent fancies or Paſſions. 

I ſhall now conſider, what you ſay of Repenterce in Heaven. You 
begin thus: 245 third ſuppoſed Error is much like the former ;, J0vings 
that though Heaven have no Sorrow, it hath great Rtpentance: In thw 
al Proteants are falſly ſaid to be againſt me. 

Lxſw. You have in theſe words a double Af;ſtake in matter of 
Fa. Ineither ſaid it was an Error, nor that I ſuppoſed it to be 
an Error.. ( though it may be ſuch notwithſtanding) Nor did 
{ay that » this all Proteſtants are againſt you. So that what you 
make the ground of this part of the Controverſy, is «4 Miſtake. 
Yet you go on, and tell-your Reader that 1 am puzled at it as a 
dangerow Doctrine : though your next line acknowledges, that I 
attempt not inone SyKable to blame any thing but the Weird. And 
bad I not reaſon for ſo doing, and to ſay as 1 did, that it doth and, 
will ſound very offenſrvely;$ moſt by farzwill either not underſtand 
you, or miſunderſtand you ? Do you think that School Subtilties, 
and thoſe Reconciling Notions whictr you are ſo ſtored with, are 
the Talents of moſt that may happen to read your Book ? And 
that they can tell what to make of Repentance in Heaven & with- 
out Sorrow ? you have ſaid ſomewhat to inform or exerciſe their 


intellets in this, but got one Word in ther Book. 
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And now Sir, I take my felf to be as little obliged to Anſwer, or 
Conſider what you fay farther, ( as Coreradifing any thing ſaid by 
me ) as you had to write it ; and that is none at all. Bur becauſe 
( much like the former ) you contrive from theſe miſtakes of your 
own, a very black ( Ihad almoſt ſaid a 24alevolent ) Concluhon 
I ſhall obſerve how you fetch it about. Your Concluſion is this, 
Page 25. 4 doubt wor but thoſe aforeſaid, [_ Vide page 22. ] that are 
diſpoſed to Obloquy, will take occaſtonrom your Words, ( yea the Pa» 
piſts from your intituling all Proteſtants to t ) tro ſay the Nonconfor- 
miſts ( or the Proteſtants ) hold that Murder, Rebellion, Perſecution, 
and all Sin is fo ſmall a matter to their Saints in Heaven, that they do 
wot ſo much a repent of it, or will, or wiſh tbey had never done it © there 
fore, they either juſt ifie it, or are Nemteys to it. 

Do you .hink the men you ſpeak of have ſuch a high Opinion of 
your Logical Corclxding Faculty, as to charge men with holding all 
that you ſay are the Conſequences of their Opinion ? They are wi- 
ſer than /o for their own ſakes. Or may they not as well conclude 
much of the like nature, from our Gor yrs Saints in Heayen, 
not heing ſorry for any of theſe Crintes? You ſaid you lookt for 


ſuch Reflections, page 22. here you doxbt not of them. But pardon 
me if I ſay, that I expe& the men you ſpeak of are maſters of ſo much 


Reaſon, Truth and Candor, that they will rather ſay, That in theſe 
Concluſions, Mr. Baxter conſulted not the Premiſes nor himſelf, 
Now Sir, I ſhall Conſider how you came by your diſmal Conchu- 
fions, (ſuppoſing I had charged you with Error in that Expreſlion'y 
and had alſo faid, that herein all Proteſtants are againſt you z both 
which you ſaid of me untruly) And I fear, that your hammering 
” mend ere hole, hath made more than two; the uſual iſſhe of ovey- 
mg, 
Firſt, you tell me of Gods being ſaid to repent in Scripture. Now 
leaſt { ſhould not belzeve it, or take one Scripture Authority for no 
ſ«fficiext ConviCtion ; you direft me by Quotations to fifteen, I 
thank you for this great Charity and neceſary pains. But what is 
all this to the Purpoſe ? Dare you ſay that proprie ditum God re- 
pents, or deny that ſpoken of him it is a denomination from the 
Changes he makes ad extra; as the Effefts of his eternal and :m- 
mutable Will, without any change in himſelf ?- You tell me at next 
word, that "tis not ſpoken of God, as if he bad any Mutability as man 
hath. And yet you add; as mighty unwilling to acknowledge your - 
Scripture inſtances 3mpertinent here ; But God being infinitely more: 
Eb. G perfelt » 


42 
per{elt, the Phraſe is farther fetched ,and leſs propey ef God than of man: 
Therefore it 15 not the name that be blameth, ſeeing he owneth the word 
of God, 
4 Reverend Sir, I obſerve you go here «ll by Comparatives : Muta- 
bility as man bath; infinitely more perfef than man,further fetch*d: All 
which 1 ſhould have taken no notice of ; but becauſe -of the follow- 
ing words,that the phraſe of God repenting, is eſs proper of God than 
of Man. This plainly renders it your opinion, that Repentance is 
proper to God (as contradiſtinguiiht from figurative) though in a 
leſs degree, and farther ferchr, than when ſpoken of man : which 
opinion whether it be not «#rerly untrue,and unſpeakably dangerous, 
{ refer to theJudiciousReader,l would you had told us how muchleſs. 
proper, and how much farther fercht, when ſpoken of God. To 
what youcenclude,/r « not therefore the name, C&c. I ſay I blame not 
the word repentance ?ris true z but your (at leaſt) indiſcreet, if 
not impertinent uſe and miſapplication of it. 

You acknowledg, that had prevented your labour in tranſcrib- 
ing other Authors, that uſe uemyow and wwe uſually for a meer 
change of the mind, purpoſe and practice , without any ſignificati- 
on of forrow- And 7 alſo rold you, that if you had ſaid the 
Saints in heaven were grown wiſer, had a better underſtanding, and 
did diſapprove of what they in this life thought good and true ; 
This might (if nothing elſe) have ſtopped your torrent of diſmal 
conſequences for they who do ſo, are far from juſtifying or being 
Neuters as (you expreſs it) as to Murder, Rebellion, Perſecution 
and all fin as a ſmall matter, &s. 

But yet you ſay page 23. But let us willingly take the Scripture uſe, 
which ſpeaketh of Repentance in heaven, and on Earth, Anſw, We 
have nothing to do in this Controverſy, with repentance of any on 
earth : but of the Saints in heaven. And you tell us at the bottom of 
the ſame page, that we find no talk ;n Scripture of any in heaven repent- 
ing but God, Can TI wiſh a fairer adverſary ? That ſhall more wil- 
lingly and cxpreſly yield the Cauſe ? But by the next Paragraph you 
repent all this again, and ſay 3 All thoſe atts ofe, Repentance Sculs have 
in heaven : which riſ: to the number of five. So that you can talk of 
what Souls do in Heaven, that by your own confeſſion within five lines 
before, the Scripture is utterly ſilent in- Have you any Revelation 
peculiar to your ſelf of thoſe things ? 

7 muſt alſo Reverend Sir, enter my diſſent to ſome other paſſages 
upon the ſubject of Repentance in this life, to which you are plea- 
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ſed to dire me page 24- in that you ſay , But »ſually we have cauſe 
of ſorrow, as well as of Repentance;, and muſt joyn them together + But 
where the Goſpel frequently promiſeth Repentance, Pardon and Life to- + 
gether ; and Preacheth both Repenting and Believing in order *o preſent 
joy ;, there is litile mention of [grxgw in the Converts, ſave for the mur- 
dering of Chriſt, r ſome grear :; Anſw. Is this a ſafe lumitation to 
ſay #/ally,which excludes ſorfO\v from our Repentance even in this 
life very often, if not moſtly, :$ no daty ? Your, after-inſtances re- 
ſtrain ir to the murdering of Chriſt, or ſome great ſin. Then it 
ſcems we Ought to repent, ( That is, Change our mind and will, and 
wiſh we had not done nh: we did ( which you call the prime and Coms= 
mon ſence of Repentance within a few lines) of a/ſin ; but be ſorry 
(in repenting ) only for ſome great ſin. Bit how greet you tell us not, 
except the murdering of Chriſt muſt be taken for its meaſure, 

Yer here you argue from the negative, a non: difto ad non faittum. 
There might be great ſorrow, where we have it not expreſſ.d ; and 
where we find che Goſpel Preached, aff.ting with preſent joy, 
there might be room enough for ſorrow after ward, 

But you go on to fortifie this notion from 2 Cor. 7. 9, & 10. 7 
xejoyce not that ye were maae ſorry, but that ye ſorrowed to Repentarce; 
for goaly ſorrow worketh Repentance to Salvation, not to be repented of ; 

You then demand, 7s the ſence godly ſorrow worketh, godly ſerrow? I 
anſwer no : and yet you are never the nearer your end ; for one part 
of Repentance may very well contribute to another. And this other 
part, &mendatzon, being the more excellent part, may very well 
take the denomination of the whole. . Convi&ion is not Converſi- 
on, yet Converſion zncludes Convittion ; not only- as an inſepara- 
ble adjunct , but alſo as an eſſential part. And if it ſhould be ſaid, 
Conviction worketh Converſion to life; this would not conclude, 
that Converſion doth not include Convittion. This is ſpoken of 
90 = 99g in this life, to which you have led me by going out of 
tne way. 

Bur to tell you my thoughts of Repentance of Souls in heaven, 
Iam of opinion, that there is none there: I take Repentance, and 
ſo do you, to conliſt in its primary principal parts, in the change of 
ticUnderſtanding and W:#; and this differs ſo little from the ſence 
of the word Converſron, as'is hardly ifat all diſtinguiſhable, It may 
be ſaid of the Saints in heaven, that they are Converred, but not that 
there is any Converſion there:s The like of Repentance. Becauſe 
the aCts of Converſion and Repent ince are i» via, and may properly 
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be called the tr@pſ114: or paſſage of the Soul, from all the corrupti- - 


ons of nature, to Conſ»mmare grace, which js not attained in 
this life But when Grace is Conſummate ; the work of Repentance 
andConverkon is over, becauſe there is nomore ſin toConvert orRc- 
pert from. And you allow all tha ed, to fortific this ſence ; in 
your ſayipg p.24-10 prove, that fi f for ſin-is not alway a neceſ]- 
zry acjunct of Repentance, Heb.6 & 1.1 # 14t caled Repentance for 
acrad mouks, but from dead works ; if this will ſerve your turn, to ſhut 
out ſorrow from Repentance here, will ſerve mine much more to 
ſhuc Repencance our of heaveg.z for there can be no repenting from 
dead works ſo as to make any change after they are lodged in that 
perfet ſtate, and have no dead works to repent fr07. £2 

1 conclude with a few paſſages of your own, which makes you 
feem ſo 2eneroxs, as to give freely z though you will hardly yield to 
ave the ſame things iced from you. But we find no talk in Scripture 
o x? in beaver repenting bat God ;,, No wonder; how little hath God 
1 o1d'us of thp particular ftate and attion bf ſeparated Sonls, before the 
Re ſuxgelt ot ,, When it pleaſeth God ſo ſparivgly to mention their pre« 


x ſent ſtate, (yea, and their Immortality in the Old Teſtament )' ſhall we 
-- -feign that be muſt. tell usf alt their thoughts ? Page 25, But your laſt 


and beſt words on this argument are, 7 only. hence conclude, that we 
muſt not take on us to know more than we do of ſeparate Souls, nor to 


make a meaſure ,or manner of bleſſedneſs for them of our own heads, nor 


zo apply every Text to them that is ſpoken of the ſtate after the Reſurre- 
dion, There is enough veſides to feaſt our joyful hopes, Apſw. 


Cur in Theatrum Cato ſeyere yeniſti? 
An ideo tantum veneras ut exires ? 

You ſeem to have faln out, that we might ſhake hands at Recon- 
ciliation, You have here (if we may take your ſeiice by your words) 
repented of yYCur ur:doubted repentance and diſpleaſure ro the Saints 
3n heaven. for to ſay there is ſach things there, is to fesggr to our 


ſel» es,,gndof our on he2ds ; for of theſe the Scripture no where 74 


Tpcax$?. I thought we ſhould niect at Hedge or Style. It?s bettgr 
perting in fau; Weather then in a Srorm, And therefore; * 
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